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CHAPTER 4 
INTRODUCTION 


An important component in the stiruoture of the 
relationship between any two ethnic groups is the set of opinions, 
feelings end attitudes within each group. The present abudy is 
econeesned with the opinions and sititudes of the vardoug etonic 
groupe throughout Ceuada—- with the feelinge end ideas about the 
popition each group now oecupies in the scolel struetures about 
the position it ghould eccupy; about the status of the Preuch and 
the English language in this country and the status they should hares 
about the thinge that owght to be changed, both in general teres end 
iw relation to specifie issues. The atudy deals with perceptioas snc 
net with the actual positions of the ethnic groups relative t6 oneh 
OtheL« . . 


3% is important to etxress immediately that we are noo 
txying to desoribe English or Prench Canadian attitudes ana opani cue. 
Bather, we are trying to describe the distrimation at abtitudan wiley 
each of the ethnie categories. In fact, it is an important finding 
of thie study that the usjor ethnic groups in Cansda do not = exco” 
is a few instances <= react as homogeneous hices. Within each gram. 
opinions vary considerably depending om the igsus end Gepending on 
whieh social category one is leeking at. 


The vwarione quoations dealt with in this study ena 
be subeweed under the following headings: 
2) the concern with ethnic problems: to whet extent are Canré ne 
of different ethnic origins concerned with the problems pertaiolns 
0 ths relations between English end French in Canada? 
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b) Ethule stratification: do members of different ethuie groups 
perveive political, eooncmic, and social inequslities between the 
groures? De they think these inequalities are legitimate ov not’ 


e) Demands and complaints: de people eveluate ag exosasive amch 
other's deranie end attempts at amining influence? 


a) Specific issues: some of the demands and complaints of French 
Consdiaes have been singled out as specific issues on which to gather 
Spink omg. | 


e> Integration and cleavages to want extent do mexbere of ench 
ethnic group have personal reletionships with membera of other 
groups? How de they feel about euch contacta? 


Sheough interviewn, opiniens and attitudes were mparaed 
from a matienel semple of 4,071 Canadiens. fhe sample was rendcaly 
selected in ell regions of the country, Since Englich Canacians are 
proportionately not mmerous in Quebec and Prench Canadians reletive iy 
not rumerous outside of Quebec, these two categories of people were 
ovexeempleé, in order to have 2 sufficient number included in tho 
sample. Of course, in calculating the proportions precented im this 

 genort, the appropriate weight waa aenigned te each case, 


fhe persone included in the sample were asied several 
questions bearing on each of the topics Listed ateve. ‘They ware a.00 
asked avoxt their eocial tackgrow In the remainder of this canpier, 
each of these tepica and the mein questions pertaining to thes will bo 
presented together with a summary ef the major findings. *?) 
é 


(1) 2 dotaiie’ desertption of the sample design and sampling procedures 
can be found in en eppendixz te the Tepors. 


(2) Vers detailed mumaries can be found at the end af each chapter. 
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a | Most historians en social analysts, Canadien or nots 
sould. probably agree that one of the perennial problems of Canadian 


- society has been and etili is concerned with the relations between 
' & a Englieh and French, Yet, when our sample wag asked about the 
- ) cational problem that worries them the most, lees than one fifth 
, ey ; spontanecusly mentioned probicsxe related to English-Freneh relations. 


ae This ie perhaps even more surprising in view of the fact that the 

4 isat few yeare have brought abeut such phenomens, ag the separatias 
movement, other nonegeparatist netionslistic associations, P.L.Q.<ty pa 

-—s—=“‘(ts organizations, the flag issue, the Royal Commissi on on Bilingualiem and 
Riculturalism, the "Waltre chez nous" — end manifestations. 


. . _ In spite of this, few Canadians are worsied ebout this 
problem, Even when aaked directly about @ list of problema, including 
-s the ethnic ons, the proportion who mention it ag the moet serious onp 
5 facing the country is lesa then 30%. In the context of the events of 
the last few years, we can say that, statistically specking, the ethnic 
problem is not a national problem. 


On the other hand, if we compare the preportion mentioning 


. i this problem with the propertion mentioning other problems, we have 1° 
- qualify cur conelusion. Indeed, ef gil the problems mentioned spomvanccu 


a the problems bearing on French-English relaticone are the most frequen sly 
| mentioned. Uhh isaue worries more Canediens than any other iseur. 
Spontaneously, more respondents thought of the ethnic problem thac 

ef any other problem, When asked directly about veriour issues, ‘the 
leek of goverrment stability in Ottewa was mentioned about as frequent ly 
as the ethnic problen. 


“The ethnie probien, theny does not worzy & large fraction 
_ 
s of the Canadian public, but it nevertheless tends to worry a greater 


_ SRE, then me nest other problems. It ranks firet on the list of 
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The gecond observation that was made is that Englich 
end French Canadians are about egually likely to worry about the 
ethnic problem. In this sense, it is juat ae mich an English problem 
as it ig a Preuch problem. Prestmably, it ia not the same kind of 
problem on both sides: but is is equally important. There is 5 
difference between the two groups that is worthwhile pointing owt: 
enoug English Canedians, the ethnic problem is the first; second 
comes "werld situation and war" and third "govermment atability” and 
"unenployment®, Among French Canadians, “economic problems" anid 
“ynemployment” come fireat with ethnic problems. The second in order 
are “taxes” end “world situation ani war", 


When they worry about Cenadian problems, English Canacinns 
worry primerily about the ethnic problem and political preblems: Preoch 
Canadiens on the other hand, worry primerily about ethnic and econo. 
problems. 


ee 
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Ameng both English and French Cenadians, thoss who work - 
about ethnic problems tend to have more education than those who do pot 
worry, They also tend to be bilingual. As fer as the regions of the 
country are concerned, it is in the Maritimes that the level of sthuic 
aeurences is the lowest. Among English Canadians, it is the highest 
jim Quebec, Among French Canadians, it tende to be higher in urban 
AOGAB o Concern with ethnic probleme is also highest among English 
who have contects with French Canadians, and ammg Prenmeh whe have 
contests with English Canadiens, 


English Canadians for whom French is same part of their 
Lives ~= contacts, bilingualism, living in Quebee ~~ tend to worry 
more about the ethnic problem, Similarly, French Canadians for whom 
English is part of their lives =~ contacts, bilingualiom, vrben life, 
living almost anywhere in Canada ~~ tend to worry more frequently about 
Ragligh-French relations. The importance of education should eiso be 
stressed: it seems to be one of the factors that has the greatest 
influence on the attitudes held by people, English or French. 
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fhe results have aleo shown that English Canadians are 
more Likely te find that French Canadiang in general and French 
Canadian politicians in particular worry too much about the eshuic 
problem than not enoygh or just enoughs French Canadians, on the other 
hand, are more Likely to think the opposite: thet the Prench don't 
worry enough. But, if the English have a tendenty te think that 
the French worry teo much, thay also have 2 tendency to think that 
English Cenedians in general and politicians in particular de act worry 
enough, Prench Canadians agree with English Canadians as to the 
iaguffieient degree of concern of the English with the ethais quegtion. 


322. Bitovie Stratificntion 


It is probably safe to say that most cf the debates over 
ethnie probleme ~~ in Canada or elsenhere -—~ have to de with the 
distribution of power or access te the centers of power, with the 
distribution of economic resources and opportunities, amd with 
the distriketion of social and cultural advanteges. “hiee agpects 
of the distrimition of politiesl, economic and acoial acrantages bavy 
beon gwmined in this study: 

« 9 what extent are there any inequalities among the ethnic croups 
jn Canada? | 

« Whieh inequalities are perceived by members of the various ethnic 
axcups? 

« Ave the perceived inequalities considered legitinete or not? 


A, Actual Inenualities 


Gencerning the actual Inequalities between ethuic sroups 
in Canatia, this survey found that English and "Other" Camadians are 
more likely to have high incomes than French Canadians; they are alan 
more likely to hold managerial or professional eccupations. Morwover, 
English eng “Other” Canadians are much more likely to have gone beyond 
primary and secondary eehool than French Canadiens. Incoms, cecupation, 
and education are eurely interrelated. Education for instance, is 
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probebly both eause and effect of the level of ineome. But whatever 
the interreletionships, and whatever the other sets of factorea that 
wuulé account for the ethnic divferences, the fact is that the good 
thines of Life -™ edvcation, income, status ars not equally 
éigtributed among the ethnie groups in Canada. 


In order to form en impression of the situation im its 
dynamic aspect, the respondents were asked to evaluate their mobility 
roletive to their father's status. It was found that Eugiieh ani 
Pronch Ganadians are equally likely to feel that they have renehed a 
higher go¢ial rank than that of their father (a Little lesa than 4055) 
the "others" are algo more iikely to have experianced social mobility. 
G2 the other hand, compared to 5 or 4 years ago, Prench Cavadiang are 
less Likely than the Buglish end other Cauadians to feel thas their 
fivencial situation is better; French Canadians are aizo leas Likely 
to fee that their income will be higher in 5 or 4 yeurs Prom now, 


Inequalities exist primarily between Freach and non 
French. Inequalities exist in the present socio-econmic stetug and. 
perhaps alo in the opportunities for the improvement of one’s situation, 


Unfortumtely, survey research deeq not iemd itself to 
the measurement of political inequalities ~=- intivence and power, 
and eviturel inequalities —— talents, soeiel institutions, language 
and art, On there questions, we have to restrict curvelves to the 
gubiective intergroup comparisons made by the respondents themge.vas, 


B. Perception of Inequalities 


English Canadians are more frequently ecousidered thou 
sny other group to have more chances of getting the best joos in 
industry in general, and in the federal government. “hey Gre eon in 
this position of advantage primarily by French Canadians, but elec by 
the “Other” Canadians and the English Canadian respondents themselves. 
On the other hand, French Canadians and "Other" Cenadiens are very 
infrequently seon as having more chences for the best jobs. 
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The game is true concerning influence on the decisions 
ef the federal government and concerning the chances of being better 
sreated by federal civil servants: English Canadiane are more frequently 
than any other group found to have more influence and te receive 
petter treatment by federal civil servants —~ agein, primarily by 
French Canadians, but also by “Other” Canadians and by English 
Canadian respondents themstives. 


It ig worth noting that on ths questions cealing with 
acoess to jobe, political influence, and quality of treatment by 
civil gservents, the mest frequent response among Eng) ich and "Other® 
Canodians ig that all are equal while the most frequent response aimons, 
Prench Canadiens is that Englieh Canadians bave gremier advantages. 


As: far as influence om the desisions of the provincis. 
governmnts is concerned, English Conadians are econgidered ag haying 
more of it by Other Canadians ana by English Canadien respondents 
‘thenselves, although the most frequent response is again that ali are 
equal, French Canadians, on the other hand, are seen ae having more — 
 dnflevence by French Canadian respondents. 


Tm econostie Life and in federal politics, then it is 
either the English who are seen as being in a position of advantage 
er no group at all. In provineial politica, it assem: to depend on 
the provinces. 


Concerning the probability of using one’s own lenguage 
ta stores and restaurants, we find that English Canadiens have close 
$0 a 90% chance of doing go while "Other Canadiana have a Little 
better then a 6073 chance and French Canadians a little better than © 
50% chance. However, when not served in their own lenguags, Preach 
and English Canedians appear equally likely of getting as good service 
while "Other" Canadiens are the most fortunate in this reepect. 
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When the respondents compare each other's edusationns 
inmstitusions and talents, English Canadians are agein the most Likely 
tu be montioed as being at the top. English, French and *Other” 
Conedian respmdents more frequently mention the English than avy 
ether group as heaving better echeols and more ability in the fielde 
of business and finance. In the field of mecic, literature and the 


theatve, French respondents mention French Cenediens more frequently 


end English end “Other” respondents mention "Other Consdians abort 


equally; French respondents mention English and Freneo Canadians about 


equally; ang the other respondents mention "Other Canadians more 
PrequensLy ec 


Tere spems, then, to be less inequality psrewived in 
the resin of talents end abilities than in economis and politics. 


oppertunitics. Nevertheless, some areas of inequality are perce dred 
n whieh French Canadians heve the lowest tendeney cf being menitone. 


az being at the top. Byven the French Canadien regpondents de not me: 
eavthusiastia about the abilities of their om group, except in the 
exge of the arta. French educations] inetitutions are alec loss 
‘likely te be seen as heat by ell three sategoricsa of respondent % 
ineluding Freech Canadians theneslves. 


Vow, what about the social atatue of the various evo 
groups? For ingtence, what about the quality of the English and 
the French spoken in Canada in comparizon with the languages spolmn 
in England end France respectively? In the eyen of all three 
eategories of respeudents, Censdian English compares favorably 
with that of Englané, But, the same is not true of ¥reneh: the 
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are 
e3 
tale 


glish and "Other" respondents tend to think it compaxes unfavers))y 


with the French of France; French Canadiang on the otber hané think 


it canpares just as well with the French of France af Cangdies Ezigl i ah. 


compares with England's. 
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An idea of the social status that the ethnic 
give to each other can alse be obtained by looking ai the pattern of 
preferenses for one’s parsons] friends and relatives. Whom do the 
yvespondents prefer from outside their own group? French Cansdians 
perter the English te the "Others™ hoth as personai Priends and as 
relatives; English Canadians prefer the “Others” to the French: and 
tha "Others" prefer the English to the “Others” and “Others 4 
Franck Canadiens. The English are found the most dewireble end the 
French the least desivable ag personal associates end relatives. 


Whatever the dimsneion examined: economic, politica, 
cultural, or social, English Canadians tend to be seen as being the 
top stratum of Canadian sceisty by French and “Other Conadians™ and 
by English Canadiang thenselves. 


legitimsey of Ine 


qualities 


fhe legitimacy of the ethnic stratification wae examine’ 
only in relation to economic and political inequalities perceived 
by the respondente. One would eupposs that in a classification 
of societies, Ganrde would be grouped with achiovensnt oriented 
societies ao fax as access to economic positions is comeernsa. To 
be consistent with euch ea eclessificetion, our results should show 4 
mejoxity disapproving the greater acceas to good jobs of any one gro). 
This is what we find, but with one exception: Frenca Canadiana have & 
greater tendency to approve of their own position of advantage whon 
they sea themssives as holding one. This is particularly tre in ts 
case of jobs in industry, but 1% is also true in the cage of jobs in 
the federal government, The majority of English Canadians who see 
thengelvee as baving better. access to jobs Gisapprove of this situation. 


| In the field of polities, the situation is different, 
Here the general tendency is for each group to dimappreve of the 
greater influence of the other group: the English disapprove of ‘he 
aveater influency they perceive on the part of the Freneh, end the 
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0. 
French disapprove of the greater influence they perceive on the part 
of the English. Both groups have a weaker tendency to disapprove of 
the greater influence of their own group. Considering the proportion 
that English Canadians constitute of the total population of Canada 
it is ag if they were operating on the principle of "representation" 
or influence proportional to the size of the groups and that French 
Cansdians, on the other hand, were operating on the “two-founding-races 


principle whereby each group is given the same political weight irrespe i> 


ef the size of their populations. 


2h at Demands ef Ethnic Groups 


The distribution of peliticsl influence among ethnic grour: 
is largely the result of the process whereby each of the groups sharine 
the games environment is trying to get for iteslf a "fair" shares of 


influence in the socio-political order. In such a competitive process, 


&il groups keep a close watch on each othere attempts and wake evalusti  — 


of them, This is particularly true when one cf the groups hag some 
competitive advantages over the others: differences in size, economic 
' power, technological development, political position. 


the tendency mentioned in the previous section to consider 
the greater political influence of one's group as legitimate and that 
of the other as excessive is consistent with the competitive behavior 
discussed here. The same pattern is alpo observed when we ask the 
respondents wrethar opnot they think that English and French Canadians 
aca trying to gain too much influence in the political affairs of Canad: 
There ig a tendency for the English-speaking respondents to say the* 
French Canadians are trying to gain too much influence, while French 
Canadians have a tendency te think the same of the Mnglish. 


| <t is important te note ; however, that there is # 
siseable minority —~ about 25% of both French and English respondent. 
who do not think that the attempts of the other group are excessiv. 
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Moreover, this minority is more likely to be found emong the more 
educeted, among the younger people, emong those with contacts 

with mambere of the other group, and among bilinguels, These respond sir 
scem to accept the fact that it ig normal for both groupe to try to 
increase ites influence, thet this is in the nature of the political 
PFOCS See . 


Similar results oltein when the respondents are agied 
about the demands of French Canadians: whether French Canadians are 
asking the reat of Canada for more than whet they bave a right to 
expect end whether or not French Canadians chould exnect to be treate) 
like any other minority group in Canada. 


. Algo consistent with these remults are those perteiuine 
to the reason why French Cenadians cecupy ea low pomition in the ethnic 
stratification system. In this conneetion, reapondents were asked af 
they thought French Canedians were “wrong in putting the blame on othos 
heasuge what they complain about is mostly their own fexult". ‘Tha | 
nejority ef the respondentaw~~ English, Preneh, or "Others" <- thong yt 


‘there was aome truth in this. Of course, French Cenadiane were the 


ieaet likely to think so, but there are nevertheless about 60% whe 
agreed. Not that these respondents would not say that other factors 
are #186 invelved, but at least the relatively poor positions of French 
Canmiians i¢ considered as partly duc to theixs ow deficiencies. 


These responses can be interpreted ag the “non=-inerimina yi: 
reaponse on the part of the Engiish responses; or as the "inferiority ooo) 
response in the part of the French Canadians. But it can aleo be imserp: 


within the framework suggested by the pattern of responses discussed be 
that people are engaged in a competitive process in which whatever you 
win you will have to win for yourself: that you cammot blaws the othe: 
group for whatever you do net win, sinse the other g¢reup is just ‘trying 
te do the same thing. 22 your own group. 
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| a ‘The teo xeeponees sti, appear ineonsietent: oa the one es 
hand to say that the other group is trying to gain too such influence oe 

end on the other to vey that whet you complein gbout is your own aul. 

But they are nob really inceusistent. Thies ie the wey all competitors 
behave: you disapprove of the way your competitar operateas you 

eriticize hig moves, his strategies; yet, if he wins, you blem yourself. 

the weakness of your owm moves and atrategias. This, of courses, does 

not mean that ell eriticimi of one group agalmat the other are purely 

wectical. Sems are, tut some moy aleo refer to viclaticna of xuies in 

the competition, that is cne form or another of “unfair cempeticion?. 

The difficulty lies in identifying those criticiams that are tactical 

from those that ara not. 


| | As mentioned above, there is a small group of respondents 
who seem to be quite conseicus oF this competitive process and to 

accept it em part Canadian life, In this xegpect it is worthwhile 
wosing thet we alee found a similar proportion of respondents —~ abst 
2 vet explicitly agreec “thet members of each ethuie graup snould 
exy to get for themselves as many of the best joba as possible and 
Ret other groups take care of shenselves'" These pecphe would prohaviy 
not kbink of the claims of cther groups as exeeasive; they would eanwide” 
them as part of the competLiive pracesge 


4.4 Opinions on Specific Jagues 


In addition te attitudes on the demands and atteapta af 
gaining influence onthe part of English end French Canadians, the 
vegpondents were ealeo acked to give their opinions om seecifia lesuss. 
fhege isaues ware geleoted from among thoge that generate considera c 
debate suong Canadians of various ethuic origins, The issues on which 
questions were asked ars the following: 

» Showlé the federal government have more or lees control on Queber? 
= Sheulé English end Pronch both be official lenguagos sf all | 
7 provincial goveranante? on 
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|» Should provincial governments ‘Hnmee French Gatholie sehools | . 
ea: outside of Quebec? Non-denominstione1 French sehsola? or neither? 

= In taeineas or industrial fixms, should the employoes who constitute a 

| the numerical minority learn the Language of the ont neha "e A 
» Does Canada need more immigrants? | 


As Federal Control Over Quebec 


About 4 out of every 10 respondente faver the present position 
of Quebse im the Confederation. This ie true for all ethmie groups, 
although Englien Canadiens gsen t¢ favor the states quo ae itt ttle more 
frequently than French Canadians , On the other hand, about a third of 
the reapondents in sach ethnic > ontegsry favor aome change from the. 
present situation. 


. 


Prenoh, English and Gthers differ ae to the direction of this 
change: most of the English feyering change favor more federal eaniro. 
over Quebec; similarly Zor the *Other* Camdians. French Canadiens, 
on their part, ere more divided; about 2/3 favor less control end i/3 
more control » 


Finally, the separatist solution, thet is the solution whereby 
the federal goverment hag no eontrel any more on Quebec, iz favored | 
oy a very anali fraction of the respondents: about %3, Moreover, it 
is oo cng by caer? eon oe - "Other" rig ote 
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On thia question, Freneh Seat ee, are in ace onal 7 
agreements ca think that both languages should be officiel previnoisi 
Languages. “Engligh and "Other® Caundiane, on the other hand, are in 
es | ci partes’, Seer: for nearly everyone who agress, shere a one ait me 


Here again Preneh Garadians are unanimous: 96) think thet 
all citizens of Canada should be able te deal with the federal governs: 
in either Prench or English. But if French Canadians did not get any 
support from English aad Other Canadians on provinesal official dangesse: 
they do get considerable euppoxt on this question. Indeed, close to BO 
ef English aud *Other® Cams diane think the same ag the French respondents. 


‘ Almost all pespondente say that Prench-epeaking chiléren ae 
ghowid jeara English in elementary schools. Even French Cemadians | 
think so; in fact the proportion who think se is gtili higher among 
| ‘Brensh Canadiens than emong the other groups (950 compared to 905). 
‘French Canadiens axe again unanimous in thinking thet English-speaking 
Canadians should learn French in elementary gchoola, while omy 3/4 of 
_ Bagi si Canadien respondents and 6 little less than 2/5 of the “Others” 
y think I» eae proporsion is lower among English-speaking pemenAe 
so but it is nevertheless quite high. 


aed, nd n respondents ninke that the - 
7 pet finance ‘French Catholic schools ne ong 
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the great majority of French Canadians think thet the =f, ‘ae 
aiverity ahold learn the Language of the majority in « company, 
whether this majority is French or Engiieh, The English and "Other ) 


Cansdian regpanders tS, om the other ned, | show en inccrisieteney: they 
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| ime "Osher" Cenadien reapendents are the moet iikely te 
answer affirwetively to this question; im fact, the majority do se. 
English Canadians are equally split between @ poeitive ani s negative 
remponse, while 7 out of 70 Prenesh Cenadian respondents Peel thas 
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= vhawdavis the French language. In fact, it is @ simiking result thet 
the majority of Bnglich Canadiaar want their childzen te learn French; 
“ty. enisk theg beth Premok and English ekoulé be federal service Languages 
aA ani thet the English sdnority in a company should learn French. True, 
si“ thee Se not as much consensus among them as among the French. 

a . The tavorabie attitudes ts ‘Prench is fame more Seeudansty 
a among the ‘English whe alrasdy have some kuowledge of French: among t6> 
7 more educated and aang the younger generation. It elec tends to be 

rs more frequent in Quebec. . “ ) 

g: 

: : Oa the question of si iaiaaiia supports to ceemueton s2hoole, 
= of the officiel provincial Janguages, and of the mmber of immigrants, 
a the two groups are fee from haying similar views; their opimicns tend 
F ca to be in oppowite direction. , | 


Ve have just mentioned that English Cauadieus tend to be 
favorable te the French languages in Canafia, Consietert with thie is 
the fact thet the majority (6 cut of 10) are willing to iearn oF 

4uproye their French; a similar position cecurs among the "Other" 
Camdien xespondents. i% is true that mest cannot epsek French 2¢ 
ail (2/3), but there is gonsiderable goodwill. 
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af im equally likely to be optimiatie concerning the future siste ox Twa ee 
it i English-French velations in Canada. French Canadian: are @ iittie more — 

= Likely 40 be optimiotic than the English and the "Others". Also, | 
the sajerity of Frenek and English respondents (ebout 6 out of 10) think 
ie ‘that the proportion of people speaking French will be greater a fow 
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a 7 veer 3 Spam these responses emerges @ pattern oF otto understand: Ing » 
| a . . of frienienip end of goodwail.. Shese attitudes ave consistent with some 


o@ the regponsee described in other seetions, euch as the responses 
om the language iemues. ‘Hower, thay are not es congistent with 

a . Some other abtitudes, such as those coneeening separete schools, and 

the atvitudes of the Prench and English respondents on each other's — 
‘political attempts. Should these patterns be treated as inconsigtencice ’ 
“Probably wot. They should rater be treated as responses at two levela 
of interaction: the individual and the group level. | 


Ve find in the secio-paychologicsi anc goviclogieal Literature — 
7 pany ingtantse ef integration at the individval level and of profound 

| eieavage: at the grovp level. 1) we seem te find through this study ny 

considerable amcunt of inbegretion at the individual level (pergonad 

 sontacts, mxtual acceptance in friendship end kinship relationships): 
oe at we alec Zind that these attitudes may or may not correspond with : 

an peereeean related to aes 0 ail end gotial interests of each group. 

a ieehde mr pore nalts 9a “for exemple: . aN 
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CHAPTER 2 


fits JUPORTANCE OF ETHNIG ISSUES 


IN CANADIAN sogrery 


2% ig very difficult te pese the problem of ethnieity 
in the exact terms in which it should be posed; indeed sone people 
tend to exaggerate its true magnitude, while others would more easily 
minimige its importance. Our purpose in this ehapter is te attempt 
an evaluation of the place ethnic issues ceeupy in the mings ef the 
population ef Canada, ‘This question is important in itself, but 
in the present centext it is intended te play 2 econplementary role, 
namely the one ef situating in a proper perspective the remainder 


ef the study which ie devoted in ane way or ithe other te ethnic issues. 


This complementary role is even more erucial im a study dealing more 
with attitudes and opinions then with behavior. This is true beesuse 
onge the question of ethnielty has been raised with the respondents, 
they may in the interview situation itself give it a place which it 
éoss not really have in their real lives. 


Consequently, we devote this chapter to finding out how 
concerned the population ef Canada is with the relations of French 
and English Canadians? How important these questions are for the 
average individual? Are ethnic issues the prime problems of Canadians 
generally or only of a minority of them? What are the important 
problems that Canada faces? In addition, we will answer some more 
specific questions such as: Are people worried about the problema 
that exist between the two major ethnic groups of the comiry? De 
Canadiens think that the ethnic problems ave the most serious problems 
that Cenada feces? De French Canadians feel that English Canadians 


should give more importance to the relations between French and English 


What are the opinions ofthe queried population about the attitudes 
of politicians ecncerming ethnic problems? De yeopie lmow that the 
Royal Commission on Bilingualism and Biculturalism exists? 
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The first section desls with the major worries of those 
interviewed, We analyse their worries vised-vie national problens 
and then turn to theiz personal worries. Beth of these questions ars 
trented in terms of whether the worries are ethric or whether they 
ars 2Ot. In the second section, we diseuss the evaluation made by 
vespondents of the seriousness ef several problems that Canada faces 
today: in partiewlar, we study how serious ethnile problems are 
eonsidered in the national life of the country and the respondent's 
own Life. The third section deais with the problem of the relations 
between English aud French Canadians, We exemine the importancs given 
to thease problems by respendents of both groups. Im this section aiso 
we leok at the opinions of peeple as to the importance given by 
pelitictans te the problems of ethnic relations. Finally in a fourth. 
and lest seetion we deseribe the extent to which the respondents 
ave aware of the existence of the Royal Commission on Bilingualian and 
Bieulturaliome 


These four sections make up Part I of this chapter. In 
the second part the very same auestions as in Part I ars raised, but 
this time variables. other than ethnicity are introduced in the pieture 
gO that 1t is posaible to study the distribution ef the sharacteristic: 
presented in Part I aecording to a number of other factors in addition 
$9 othnieity (region of residence, soclo-~econemic status, age, ete. ye 


1.1 Major Vieoxries 


The results to be presented in this section are response: 
¢0 openwended questions,‘'’ Respondents were first asked abouh the 
worries they entertain visedevis national problems and about thoinr 


(4) The questions were: 
"Among the problems that Canada faces, which one worries you 
the mast?" and 
"Everyone worries more or less about some things. What is the 
thing thet worries you the most?" 
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warries vis~dnvis personal problems. in Teble 2,13, a deanriptioer 
of the majer wrries of respondents regarding netions) problems is 
vresented. 


im all human groups thare are se@me people whe worry an 
‘some who don’t: our sample of the Canadian population is not on 
exception to this rule. A little more than one fifth of the responce 
do not woxry at all about any of the problens that the country faces: 
angug these who worry =~ the remaining 80% several probvlens are 
mentioned, The majority of the problems are related to same inbernc] 
issue in the eountry, whiis some others are related to world insues 
end to relations with ether countries. 


Although seme pretleme ars mentioned more often than 
others, no ene problem outstand!.ngly generates wore worries than 
eny other, The problem which is mentioned moat often is the ethric 


(4) (17.78) — a nationa: problen. The actual situation in 


problem 
the world and primarily the possibility of war preoccupics mere +! 
Ss tenth of the respondents. These two problems together worry thi 
pexeent of Canadians. Both prebliems generate bigh tensien probabil: 
besause of the values invelived aud the uncertainty of the iagues. 
prablens as unemployment, the eemonie situation and texes are me 
by Live te ten percent of our respondents, depending on the prep] 
The stability ef the government .n Ottewa, preeceupies about th« 
prepertion of the population, ‘The problem of youth and edussticn 
weil as the relations of Canada with other countries do not worry 
meny people. 


ows 
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(4) Answses to Questions 1-07 ani 1-08 were vaed to define an eli 

problem. We included in etic problems all answers velerming *% 
the relations between the English and the French. When words | 
vieulturaliem, bilingualism, language, separatism were vsed | 
respondents in the centext of sthniec relations they helped dein 
ethale problems, Canada’s indupendence and the conatitieiienal 
problems were not treated as wthnie problems, 
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*or the English Canadiens whet metiers mare are the 

ethnic issues (4920/3) and tho situation inthe yorld, including 
poselbility of wax (13.01%) «.. English Canadians also worry about the 
precarious situation in Ottawa (9. a) and unemploynent (1-o)e . French 
Canaciona are dlightly different: a smaller proportion of them worries 
about ethnie problems (14.82); wemployment (13.8))) aud economic aroblem: 
(4 36655) are given priority over international groblems and the tenmions 
in the workd (7.57): , 


Yha athe a 6 21 ; 
Percentage Distribution of National, Problems 
Which Are the Major Worxiea ef Respondents, by Btanic Group 
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(a) Ineluded under this heading are the following preblene: Canad 


‘ddentity, racial problems, imtigration, chenge Jn values, welts 
end social security. 
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Among the "Cenadiaus", those whees laucvage is Bnclieh 
beheve se the English Canadians de; those of French lanmage arc 
Gifferent from the French Canndicns in thet a Bese highsr prope 
of thea worry about the ethnic problems they are uowever about equel 
in worrying abeut econeni.c problema and they worry more about the 
world situation. Finally these "Canadians" she epesk a language other 
than French and English are the ones Wo worry 29st about ethnic 
peoblems (22.6%) and aleo about the world situation (1/.75).') 


The other Canadiens are ag likely to be coneexned with 
ethnte problems (14.4%) as with the world situation (44,50). @he 
econmic and unemployment problems are also part of their worries, 
They are, with the French Canadians, the enes whe are laagt worried 
about ethnie problens. 


. There does seem to be uo Clear-eut ethnic differentiation 
in the major worries of people. Being a member of one ethnie group 
rather than another dees not seem to influence one's propensity to 
worry about national probleme. Variations from enue group te the othe: 
'in the prepertion ef people worny ing about ethaie matters are not Lars: 
each problem seems to be given about the same weight by all groups, 
Finally, 1t is signifieent that no national problem, at the time of th 
study, attracted the attention of even ea quarter of the Ganadian publi: 


turning now to personal problems we find that some pean) 
40 uot worsy abeut these any more than about national. preble . 
cannot say, of course, that those who do not worry about natiene 
are the same persons who do not worry about their personal problems 
even though here also some 20% of the oe a Slain thet they 
not worry. Among those who worry, less a 5. of eny ethnic group 
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(1) Whe reader should bear in mind that the number of cases for sox 
of the ethiie categories ia quite mimll. The percetitazes am 
therexere subjeet te a Large sampling errex, 
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worry about ethnic problems, except for the "Canadians" of ether 
ianguese whe do worzy more than any other group (41.9%). For the 
whole sample the percentage of those who mention ethnie vrublens 
when queried about their personal problem is 3.4%). 


Tapie 2.2 


Proportion of Respondents for Whom Bilmie 
Probleme Axe thelr Persoual Major Worries by Ethnie Group 


oo 


ALI DE oH PE 


BeGe Pav CANADIAN 5 OTHERS 


Be B, Others 
{9 (3 2 yo a 72 
Ma.jox personal worries 
axe ethuie problems 504 366 Zee 4e4 47.9 306 
No personal worries 226% 4704 9960 27.5 417.0 § 19.5 


(44952) (7050) (3074) (f92).. (255) (1693) 


The main conclusions ef this section is that ethnic ieme 
axe mentioned approxiuately 20% of the time by the reapandents whe 
queried about the preblem they think Cenada Paces today and approxi: 
3 to 45 of the time wien asked about their persounl problems. Huet 
it appears thet except in 4& small number of cases, there is very 
variation between ethnie groups on beth these counts, 


jio2 Lhe lost Serious Problems in Conzda 

Having asked our respondents two opsn~ended questions 
were desipned to elicit -~ without intervention = ansyexrs whieh cou 
be Classified either as ethnic ox nen-sathnic, we asked then tbo 
structured questions again with the intention of sliciting answere 
which eould be classified as sthniec ard noneethnic, bit this tire 
having used an ethnic category ourselves in the question. In this 
case, as in the case of the epen-ended questions, the issues were 
divided into what may be Galled naticnal problems end personal 
preblems. 
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What then ie the relative importance of athrie sxebleu 


(the lack of understanding betweon English and Prench Canedianr), 


the context of problems releted te national life. Is it ® more sovicus 
problem than other problems? De all sthnie groups’ Zeel the same vw 


aheut the seriousness of thie partiovlar problen? 


The lack of understanding between Tnglish Canedians and 


french Canadiana =" the etonic prohlem=-~ comes firgt among ai} 
Problems with 28.6% of the sample seying that this ic the mogt 


eericug problem, In second phase, but almost equal with the etinis 


prapiem, is the lack ef govexnment stability in Ottawa, The ew 
develognant of the Cenadian econeny, (4) the Z6ereign centre. of 


' Genadisa industries, and the adoptien of atemie weapons by Canada : 


relegated to a leas impextant place. 


Age in the previous geection, fnglish Canadians and "Candis 


ex Engh igs. language feel the same way about the pewblems of She cc 
The two groupe give slightiy more importanee to the lack ef gover 
gtabiiiiy then to ethnic problem, French Gsnadians on the othe: 
giva & definite priexity te ethnic creblenss; the ether problems = 
“S21 lees important to them. “Canadians” of Fremeh lancvuaze give 
priox’ ty te ethnic prohleme and to the Leek ef eGverment stabils 
The ether Canadiens alse give equal. wales to these latter probs 


As tefarve, there does not seen to be acy sigoifiend 
ciffersuee between the ethuie groupes the prupertion ef reople 
faex that the lack ef understanding between English and Preneh Ce 
is 2 gexrious problem is about the game for each group. The Jack 
government stability in Ottawa is equally likely tie be mentienc 
eseh gesup exeept by the Prench Canadiens and the "Canadiens" of o 
Lenounz2e Waco are not ag Idkely to conesidex it a soxious problem. 
me 
(i) 2% showid probably be mentioned that when the quostienncir« 


administered to the population this had from av ebjectine p 
view ganged te bs en impertent prepien, 
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— Turning now to the SH li related. ‘Ab tho persenel Life 

og tho. raevepienst, we cbeerve tbat aluest one third of Aotkest. oglec 
_ she nigh ceot of living ag the west serievs problem, Their sseoud 

cheiee goes te wmempleynent (22079 i) aud high taxce (20s sithe ag 
cihoic problem the difficulties between Frenzh and English 
comes next with 14.6% of the interviewees songii fexing this & sarmimi 
problem, Finally the immigration preblem,. retains the attseniien oi 

only, 7.6% a our pales rs wie: 


| ‘Be bie 2, . . 
‘Percentage Divtrilntion of tne Problena 
Considered the Mont Serious, by Dtwiie Groups 

(Problems Related te National Ide) 
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‘the alow development 

of the Canadian Eeenony 
the Leask of governnents - 
Svabiiity in Ottawa 

the isek of understanding 

between English Canadians 


and Prench Canadians 5245 b3 
Poreigo control of 
Cansdian industries 6. 


the adeption of atomic 
veapons by Canada 44. Wel M32 864726 16.7 


(49470) (7054) (3082) ‘f4e2)  (2s7' 
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if we now compere Line 1 of Table 2.7% wih line 4 of 
Yable 2.3, it is possible tc observe that ethnic iesues ere mention 
nore often by respondents when an ethnie entezory is explicit 
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the question. There is a discrepaucy between the spontaneous 
wesponse and the one to the list of items, This sizgests that a 
nuuber of people may have never even thought of many of the issues 
we asked them about iu this survey; or thet these icaues do not 
goucern them, This should be kept in mind when interpreting the - 
resuits of this study. 


What is probably si iam is that even with a Limited 


febhe 2.4 


Percentage Distribution of the Problems 
Coneidered the Most Serloue, by Ethnic Groupe 
(Problems Related to Persone) Life) 
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The lerge number of 
. imaigrants coming to . 
Candas, 709 8.8 6.6 Bing : 466 41 7 % 5 


The high cost of living 3204 3265 29.0 33.0 22.8 32.9 32,0 


The diflicultisa hetween 
Frenehn Canadiens end c. 
English Canadians 16.41 83 18.9 6" 46,5 196f 


Teo high taxes 1602 2602 16.f W7e6 24.5 Ife 20.4 
Unemployment 22.5 220 24.8 53500 14.4 2205 220f 
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One Canadian qui of three asserts thet the cost of 
Living is toe high and thie regardless of nis etinic affiliation. 
This issue is probably more a cimas problem than an ethnic one becauc: 
' peor people are more likely to suffer from a bight cost of living tha: 
other people. There is ne reason for a French Conadian with an incon 
equal to that of an English Canedian to complain more abeut the cos’ 
of jiving than hie English speaking fellew citiaen. 


Note also that there are no mejer differences hetween 
ethaie groups pogarding uneupleynent and taxes. 4nd iudifvereance 
vie-U-via immigration ia net the faet of one or two partiewlar groups 
but of them all. But we observe thet for each French speaking individ 
in this country, two English speaking poreoms feel that ethnie oroblems 
‘are the uwost serieus problems that this ccuntry faces, 


| in summary we found in this section, as in seetion 2.1, 
that theprepestion of respendents who absribute sume seriousness 50 
the problem of ethnie relations as a national preblem is the same tor 
cook ethnie group. We alae feund that the Prench Canadians ave Leos 
interested vith the situation of the goverament in Obvam than the 
other grenpss the ditference between then and the Eoglish Cernnadians 
ig quite large. Finally, we ehserved that the sxplicit mention of 
the Sreuch-Engiieh isaue in the question does inoreese the number of 
padple whe think that it is a serleus preblen for Canada. 


At the Level ef personal problems we found no major 
jifferences between the ethoice greupe;a high consensus exists amor 
‘nom abeut the ranking of the mopt serious preblems. There is 
axveption, however: emong the Freneh speaking people, the propestio 
vf individusia who feel that the etbnie preblem ia the most serious 
‘Low eempaved to the other groups. 
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: in the sete sections we have agen thai aome 15% of 
the vespendents nentioned ethnic problems ag serious problems of 
Gexiarit. We have alse seen thet this percentage goen up to 290 when 
the etinie Sseue is explicitely brought Ups V@ have tried to objain 
anu ities of the concerne of the members of different etunie croup. 
- But the psophe of diffexent ethnic arigin perceive euch others cones 
Want de they feel abeut the other's worries? Ds English Canadian 
think that Freneh Canadians worry too mutch es just enough? Siniler 
do Prench Cemadians think that English Canadians worry mane he 
the ethnie preblem er net enough? 


First, we shiews: that lew respondents. feel thet eltuer 
the Hrenh or the English worry just enough, and few think tier eee 
aod French Canadians de net worry at all, (See Yable 2.5)2 On the 
Other hand, whether a group 19 seen as worrying t¢eo much or not enue 
depends very mach on the respondent's ow ethnic origin, By dev | 
majorities end minorities are in an asaymetricel relationsiity and e¢ 
_ @ Seribeguence are not Likely to feel the sane vay about ench ot 

behavior and attitudes. | 


_ We ean indeed ebsexve (Table 2.5) that tha propextig 
whe say that French Canadians worry too mich it higher among ai] of 
g@rcups then it is ameng Freneh Canedians thenealves. Alse, the prem 
who think that French Canndians do nct worey anouch is twice os 
among French Canadians themselves than it in aning other groupe, 
in other worie, the French Canadians think thet they do nat pay enc 
attention to the ethnie problem, while the other groups consider thea 
French Canadians already worry too much. 


Table 208 
The Place Given to the French-English Problem 
by French and English Canadians, by Ethnie Greup 


EC. F.C. CANADIANS OTHERS 
Bo £, Others 
ae % b i os % '@ 
Worry too much | Bier 
French Canadians ATal 2403 4923 2907 4009 3700 
English Canadians 1998 1504 2009 1726 1365 4803 
DO not worzy en ; 3 
French Canadians 4701 3507 «= 1300 18st = 702 19806 
English Canadians 4406 3709 «3900 4007 «= 3504 387 
Morny just enough 
French Canadians {s0.0 (8st 6.6 27.5 16.0 Gel 
English Canadiens 1402 1562 14.9 16.5 13,4 1405 
Lo not worry at all 
 ‘Brench Canadiens eA M6 Bi49.66- 92.81. 16.5 6.9 
English Canadians | 1102 12.29 15.5 lel 504 6.5 


(14470) (7044=48)(3082) (182) (237) (1693) (: 
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The perception of French Canadians is not diftfersnl ram 
thet of other respondents when 1% comes to asssasing the hehavior o: 
the English Canedians. Close to 40% of the respondents in all ethnic 
groupe agree that the Inglish Ganadiens should worry mers about the 
imtemethnic problem; the English Canadians themselves share this 
opinion, Less than ene fifth of the sampls considers thet English 
Canadians pay teo mich attention te the ethnic problem, 


ECR LA OTE et 


by politicians te the problem of English-French reintions do net differ 
= much fram the ovinions trey ‘herd about the poepviation at larce. We 


The epiniens hela by the respondents as te the place given 


Rote however that the prepertion of Frenoh Cauadians who dink thas 
- French Genedisn politicians worky toe tnieh ‘drops to 7% while for the 
pepuiation et large ‘approximately ® quarter ef French responte: nts 
held this” peter about the French ETOP. 
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Table 2.6 


Estimtes by Respondents af the Place Given 


to the English-French Problam by 
French Canadian Politicians, 


Vers, too mueh 


PC, Politicians | 


B.C, Politicians 


De uot Worn y engugh : 


¥.0. Politicians 
E.G, Politicians 
PG. Peliticians 
£.C. Peliticians 
De, 2a, vomy st 2. 
P.G. Politicians 
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To 


Te2 
1123 


English and 
by Ethie Group 


CANADIANS OTHERS 


(47170) (7054) (3082) (482) 
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ae & Otysrs d, 

A509, 4302 3507 3454 
2029 9.9 21.1 17 

1545 52.9 Jal 16. 
37.9 46.2 26.2 23.5 
10.64 2fe5.5 114.4 13,5 
75.5 6.5 3 Pa 20.4 
6.3 Pe 5-5 Ae 4 
10,3 G06 GQ.1 5 


(237) (1693) 
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In thie section, an attempt is made to asacss the extent 
to whieh the population ef Canada is eware of the existence of the 
Reyel Comission on Bilingueliem and) Mewltureliem, It may he well 
te stress that the question explicitly intentioned the Royal Coumlasion 
hy veme and that as a consequence, one would expect the level of 
devlared awareness to be higher than/it is in fact. It is alvays 
difficult to reveal one's ignorence on & specific point, Sone 70,04 
of the respondents say that they have beara or read about the 
Camienion. There te a slight difference between French (65.%2) and 
"Osher” Canadians (64.7%) on the one hand, and English Canediens (72,49) 
sa the other. 

Less then a quarter of the sxmple naver heard or read 
about the Comission. IP awareness ie used ex a oroes index of 
interest, then these most interested in the Commission are the 
English Canadians, then the Prench Canadians and then the "Others" 


Table 2. 


Awaxeness e¢ the Royal Comission on Bilingvealien 
and Bievlturalian, by Ethnie Group 


Eee F.C. CANADIANS =, OTHERS 
ey ee i ie ee 
ESD ae, AED | EE: TL SY | RE 
Yes 7204 6569 1454 4202 63.7 64 / 
Xe 210f 28.4 9708. . 20,0 . 27.9 29.0 
Net suce 508 5a Te0 7.8 Bo4 653 


(44452) »» (7032), (3053)_-(180).. (237) . (1693) (23 
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Ve have already noted thet worrying about ethnic issues 
fess not vary meh from one ethnic ercup to another; rather se will 
appear shortly it seems to be a class phenomenmn, Whatever the 
ethni¢ affiliation ef the reapondent, the greater the anount o? 
education, the higher the insoma, and the closer to the top of 
accupationa’ hierarchy, the more likely is exe to worry about ethnic 
problems. These statewents are documented in Table 2.8 (parts A, 3 
and ¢), 


There is uo definite age=pattern among English Canadians: 
- ethnie prooerupations are equally impertant for the ywme as for the 
eld. Hewever, young French Canadians are more likely to be concerned 
with ethnie issues than older ones. This is alec true of the "Othsp"" 
Canadiens. (See Table 2.8, part D). 


The region is another factor whieh haa some effect on 
the inueidenee of ethete worries. lExespt for the Trench Ganadions, 
people who Live in the provinee ef Quebse are mora Likely to worry 
than people living eleewnere in the eountry, “hie is net surprisiny Se 
gines the conter of English-French relationg is Quebee. (See Table 2.9. 
part E). 


Finally, those whe have coutects with wembera of othuic 
group ave different from those people wae have uo auch ecutasis. 
When an Engligh Camedien hag contacts with a lrencin Cenndian er with 
any other Canadian, he is more Likely to be soncerasd with the prebvlen 
of ethnic relations; the same is true for a Prench Canadian (Tabhe 2 
parts Fy, Gy H)o 
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Proportien of Canadiens Who Worry About Ethnic Problems 
_ (When Asked About National Problems) 


EGo BoGo CANADIANS OREERS 
‘ey % (je ae 6 
As, Béuestign 
O=- 7 years 9.5 Te9 18,8 26 
| | (1576) (2837) 483) (339) 
8 = 12 years 4891 16.3 {804 154 
(7562) (3442) (2158) (4005) 
1% years or more j§=§ 28.8 3504 29.6 2801 
(2028) (751) (48) (275) 
Behe, 
$2,999 er leas 49.6 V4.4 27.5 6.8 
(4895) (1469) (447) (264) 
$3,000 baa: $6499 47.0 ; $2.8 16.5 ve ie 
(3532) (2821) (4292) (73 
$6,500 er more 25a 22.5 2305 45, 
. (2981) (41069) (1448) (42 
Ge  Oceupati.an | 
TLewex 130/ 9071 Wel 
: (2484) (2055) (342) (473) 
Lewes middis 1523 13.4 1926 15,6 
(2148) (1781) (734) (395 
MLadLe 20.4 1564. 7208 1456 
(1943) (4088) _ (525) (49 
Upper 2649 25.2 2509 
(3034) (4419) (1094) (4 
Parmer 44,0 905 1602 15.6 
(1315) (609) (494) (432) 
eT) 
29 or less 2062 1809 16.9 
(1958) (1482) (624) 
40 ba 49 1764 1509 2046 
(4786) (3458) (1785) 
50 er more . 1996 1304 2505 Me 
(4094) (2113) (1063) (541) 
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Table 2.8 (continued) 
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Proportion of Censdians Whe Worry About Ethnie Problous 


(When Asked About National Preblens) 


— BoC. FC.  GANADIANS 
| i é = 
Zz,..BS Eien 
Mevitines. 91503 443 25.8 
; (1603) (440) (260) 
Quebe 27 e 15.1 2708 
(765) (5536) (417) 
Ontario 18.8 15.4 2209 
(4774) (798) (1588) 
Prairies and BoC. 49.8 410.6 16.2 
(4028) (280) (1247) 
BF. Have contacts with B,C. 
TINO w- | ose evi 22.7 
(5265) (3220) 
No L SEED, ; 652 454 
| (1789) (292) 
G. Have contacts with F.C. 
(8442) (2762) 
(2728) (730) 
H. Have contacts with 
‘other group 
Yes | 419.8 21.8 21,8 
(9336) (3596) (3089) 
Ne 14.69 1.4 16.6. 
(1834) (34.58) (423) 
I. conomle ds tion : 
Nous 20.4 18,9 2759. 
(6526) (3737) (2245) 
Sone or mich 17.0 908 19,8 
(4581) (3240) (4224) 
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Tahie 2.8 (continued) 


Prapertien of Cavadiang Who Worry Abeui Ethnic Problems 
(When Asked About Persone] Problems) 


& of 6 Fae CAMADIALS OT} Hel RS 
ee : % oe eee, ee ee a Pp 
A. Education | 
O= 7 yeare 105. Jot 304 206. 
(1376) (2835) (483) (251) 
PT 29 3.2 205 505 
(7544) (3440) (2147) (4005) 
13 years or mere 1o1 8.0 3.26 5a 
(2028) (751) (8146) (275) 
Be ome 
$2,999 cx leas 166 5,0 504 0.0 
(1895) (4469) (447) (264) 
03000 ag $6499 Jed 302 Gef he 9 
(3594) (2819) (4210) (7355 
$6,500 oy more 4.0 hye) 203 4ed 
(2981) (4069) (1148) (426 
C.  Cacupation 
Lower | 1.4 208 103 423 
: (2475) = (2059) (242) (a7: 
hoewer Middie 103 4.0 4.5 
(2148) (1784) (734) 
MAddie 4.9 508 j 505 ; 
(4943) (1088) (525) fag 
Upper - 667 4o4 346 
(3034) (1419) (4092) (4 
Fammern Zoe 405. 0.0 0.¢ 
(4306) (609) (482) (4% 
Do Ape 43 
29 or less 529 4.65 Oe? 5, 
(1949) (4480) (605) af 
30 = 49 2.5 35 32 y 
: (4777) (3758) (178%) | 
50 or more 4o4 205 509 
(4094) (2441) (4063) 


ee ee ee ee 


Tabla 2.8 (sentinued) 
Frepextion of Canadians Who Worzy About Ethnie Problems 
(When Agked Ahaut Personal Problems) 


BoC. Pall. CANADIANS — ORHERS 
‘a fe} (a ja 
By Region pole rae 
Vari tines 208 0,5 0.0 030 
(7603) (433) (260) (54) 
Quebse 5.6 5,5 10.9 
(765) (5534) (413) (258 
Ontario 33 40 306 Sol 
| (4756) ~~ (798) (7588) (589) 
Prairies and B.C. 2ef Sod Pe) 4.4 
4028) — (280) (1238) (792) 
A Eeonenic de pxiwnats.on 
“None 308 409 24 48. 
(6517) (3735) (2253) (1012) 
Some og auch 268 2o1 509 1.3. 
(6572) (3238) (1224) (667) 


Before turning to the next section, we must mention that 
the Sacters just looked at have the same effeat on othnie iasuem wicy 
these aries from probing fer perseral worries: however in no ease don: 
the propestion of respondents cencezued with ethaie problems in thes: 
cirsunstances reach 10%. Here again the more eflucetied, the high ine: 
indivicvel and the upper white collar are more worried thaa are other 
peopie.s | 


4s we did in the firat part of this chapter, we will a; 
ctart by analysing the attitudes of people toward ethnic issuss when 
these arise from probing for national preblems and tlien when the; 
aries when probing for individual problems. 
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Table 2.9 
Proportion ef Canadians Whe Consider the Ethnic 
froblem as the Most Serious Preblen, by Ethnic Group 
(Whea Asked About Netional Problema) 


§ 


E.C. F.C. CANADIANS 
of of ch 
7 id py 
A, Educetion 
Q= 7 years 2503 = 3009 310d. 
(1358) (2891 (475) 
8 = 12 years 2905 53.9 26.6 
. (7542) (3440) (2947) 
15 years or mere 26.9 25.8 25.08. 
(2006) (743) (800) 
B. Income 
$2,999 er less 26.7 23.1 3466 
| 1895) (4459) (447) 
$35,000 — $6 9499, 29.9 32.9 24.8 
(3514) (2809) - (1197) 
G6 500 or mere 29.24 3409 27 Pe) 
2968) (1063) (4928) 
CS.  OGseupation . . 
Lower 34.0 30.4 24.8 
(2464) (2049) (842) 
Lever Middle 24.1 2902 2] oD 
(2128) (1763) (728) 
ligdéis 5207 3769 37 0% 
| (1937) (1082) (505) 
Upper 24.6 3144 26.8. 
(3014) (9445) (1092) 
Farmers 08 2402 Se2 
(4395) (609) (182) 
De ABO 
29 ar less 28.1 5261 20.6 
) (1949) (1482) (603) 
40 <= 49 : 26.6 5067 2/ ot 
(4769) (3140) (1/64) 
50 or more 30.4% 5401 3007 
(4060) (2095) (1064) 
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fable 2.9 (continued) 


Peopewtion ef Canadians Who Consider the Ethnic 
Problem as the Most Serious Problem, by Ethnic Group 
(When Asked About National Probleme) 


BE of e F of s CANADIANS OT He RS 
% % % % 
Be. Residence merge 
Villages 28.38 ; 4 WE § 20.5 20 20 , 
2558 (1496) (438) (246) 
Urban area 20.1 29.26 30.5 3561 
(3763) (2133) (4771) (426) 
Metropoliten area 26.8 3765 25.8 25.6 
(4765) (3381) (1903) (4017) 
Fo easen 
Maritines 3025 2963 3301 6.1 
(1603) (436) (260) (54) 
Quebec 3129 30.5 3504 31 0% 
(755) (5510) (407) (258) 
Ontarlo 28.52 5/22 25.0 24.0. 
| (4727) (792) (7570) (589) 
Prairissa end Boe 26 20 4446 25.8 24 } 
(4049) (280) (4238) (792) 
&. Economic Deprivation 
None 28,48 33.4 2746 23,4 
, (6499) (3707) (2297) (1072) 
Some or much 27 6 Zot 26.2 3029 
(4542) (3254) (1276) (667) 
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The extent te whieh the ethnie oreblem is sii to 

be serious varies with the regional enviroment. There are relatively 
we English Canadians jim Quebee whe consider the ethnic problen as 

the moss eerieus problem Canada faces, compared to poopie of this 
exeup Living outside Quebec, Where the English are in minority == and 
at the sore time ¢loser. te the source of ethnic demands and pretest = 
the problem appears to then more serious. The French Canadians Living 
oubeide of Quebec are aigo in minority and accordingly a higher 
peopextion ef them ceneur on the seriousness of the problem of ethic 
veletiens. Ag far as the other factors are concerned, except for 
rural-urban difference among French Canedians, we observe 1ic%¢1le 
variation fran one kind of respondents to another (fable 2.9). 


When we séusider how serious the ethnic problem is as 
an individual prebliem (Table 2.10) we get a slightly different 
picture, Indeed, whatever the ethnie group of the respondent, his 
sducation, his income, and his occupation is positively related te 
how eericus he thinks the etunie problem is. This is consistent 
with what we Observed seriier. People ae individuals are primarily 
eonserned with their financial and fanily situation: i%¢ is norms] to 
_ expeet thet thoze at the bottom of the social hiexerchy will be less 
frequently concerned with ethnic relations, and will be less likely 
to congiier 216 as a serious problen, 


Here algo tO the nov-French in Quehec, the ethnie problems 
will appear more aericus than te people living elsewhere in the cowzir; 
We have already noted however thet on the whole the propertion of poop) 
whe think that ethnie problem eave very coricus is lower wien these 
problems are related to their individual life than when they are 
related to national life. 
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sable 2.10 


Proportion of Respondents Who Consider the 
Ethnie Problem as the Mest Serious One, by Ethnic Group 
(When Asked About Individual Problems) 


EC o F.C. CANADIANS OTTISHS 
s og of CA 
fo ~ i 


ama ce iene date eee aeete —- 
A. Education — 


O= 7 Years 8.9 4.8 16.4 10.2 
(1367) (2825) (481) (361) 
8 = 12 years | 4504 8.6 1567 16.5 
(7538) (3432) (2131) (4005) 
15 years or more 28.04 20.6 2502 46.9. 
2010) (749) (813) (275) 
B, Income 
02,999 or leas 11.49 109 16.3 1We2 
4886 (1461) (447) (264) 
$39 000 = $65 499 1305 640 18.7 16.8 
3510) (2873) (1201) (739) 
OO 500 er more 2528 T3607 2209 2301 
(2952) (4067) (4430) (426) 
C. Oscupation 
Lower ae 6.2 13.8 12.5 
(2482) (2047) (833) (473) 
Lower Middle 13.68 4.5 418.67 14,3. 
(2148) (7769) (732) (3385) 
Middle 1962 12.3 1869 iO. 6 
(1930) (1083) (525) (199) 
Upper 26.2 1557 22ef 5108 
(2986 (4447) (1076) (471 
Farmers 43,0 26 14.24 Pick 
(4306) (609) (191) (432) 
De Age 
29 or less 18,7 708 26.9 3856. 
| (4933) (1482) (674) (353) 
30 » 49 16.2 904 15.6 9.5. 
(4775) (3448) (41768) (750) 
50 or more 47.0 852 18.5 1861 


(4060) (2099) (1054) (547) 
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fable 2.20 (continued) 


Proportion of Respondents Who Gonsider the 
Ethnie Problem es the Most Serious One, by Ethnic Greup 
(When Asked About Individual Problems) 


EEG EEO LT CLT ET ETI IT ET OE OLED ERIE ANIC SIS AEE OREN GE RENEE bel N mate 


Bs05 F.C, CANADIANS OTHERS 
Re  Regidense | aie | 
Village 1905 4o2 14.8 703 
(2567) (1492) 438) (246) 
Urben ares. é V4of 6 04 1654 2301 
(3752) (2143) (4224) (426) 
Metropoliten AFOSR, 17,0 41404 49.9 a | 
(4771) = (3307) — ss (4916) (4017) 
P, Region 
Veritimes 71.6 509 vee 1607 
(4603) (440) (260) (54) 
Québec 2201 805 2159 27 09. 
(759) ~~ (5548) (445) (258) 
Onuterie 15.4 6.9 1963 16.3. 
| (4743) (794) (1570) (589) 
Prairies and B.C. 2107 16.6 472.5 19.8 
4001) (278) (4233) (792) 
&.  Esovuonie deprivation . 
Nene 4963 40.2 2001. 2004. 
(6488) (3723) (2228) (41072) 
Some or mach 1520 662 1469. 18,0. 
(4557) (3230) (1215) (664) 


Here alse to the non-French in Quebec, the ethaie problema 
Will appear more serious than to people living eleswhere in the camtyy, 
We have already noted however that on the whole the proportion of 
people who think that ethnic problems are very serious is lower when 
the se problems are related to their individual life than when they are 
related te national life. 
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We bave geen in Part I that almost 40% of the respondents 
think thet French Cansdiens sive tee much impertance to the preblem 
ef the relations between Prench and Englieh Canndians, We alse found 

iat only 20% of Trench Canefians think this. None of the factors 
introdiwed in Part IX have an effect on this eat of attitudes. 
It seems that being a French Canadian acemmts for ali the variation 
jin these attitudes, Within ethnie groups there in no signiszican’ 
variation due te socto-econemic factors or to age. In Quehee, Baglish 
Camadiens ave @ little less Likely to say that the Frenen Cemadians 
worry too much: having hed contattes with French Canedians produces the 
game effeet, Proximity to and imovledge of Fronsh Cenafiany has an 
influence on the perception of English speaking people but it is 
relatively swell. 


Ons gets a slightly divferent picture by lesicing at 
the opinion of people on the ettitude ef English Canadiens with 
ragpeet to the ethnie problem. Irrespective of their ethnic group, 
the more educeted people ere, the lesa are they iikely to say thet 
English Cenadiens give too moh importence te ethnic relations. lors 
edueatead people are of the opinion that English spenking people shovid 
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Politicians are perceived differently depentling on 
their ethnicity and according to who sraluetes their behaviour. 
Biveated English Canadians would like French Canndian politicians 
to give less impowtence to the French-Engiigh problem; end the more 


educated French Canadians woud prefer that English Canadian peli tieims 


worty mete. 


(4). ‘he same relationship holds with income snd occupstion as 
fensures of secio-econemie status. 
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Living in Quebec also affects ons'’s opinion on hey much 
politieians should worry. Both the Prench and English in Quebes think 
that French Canedian politicians should worxy mome then peopis living 
fa the West of the country. The two groups however axe divided on the 
role of the English Canadian politician: the English apgalcing of 
Quebec when compared to the other English speaking think that the 
Engiish politieiens give too meh importance to the ethnic question. 


In Part I, we found out that 70% of the respondenta say 
that they have heard of or read about the Royal Camuission om Bilingwalicn 
end Biculturalism. We examine here these who axe more Likely to be 
amere of the existence of the Commissicn. 


Mere educated people are moxe informed than peopie with 
‘less Poxmal acheoling: while about half of the less educated people 
axe aware of the existence of the Royal Commission, almost 90% of the 
more edueated know about 1%. 


Age dees not wake any difference among English Canadiana 
while middle-aged French Canadians are a litile more likely to imov 
about the Commission. We find the same pattern among “Camdians", 
Anong the other Canadians, on the other hand, the younger are slightl: 
nore awave of the Commiseion than thair elders, but genexational, 
differences in awareness are small compared to the educational 
differences. 


The Commission dess not sesm te attract special attentior 
on the part of peeple living either in rural o¢ in urban areas, But 
it does fet the attention ef non-French Canadians Living in Quebec. 
These istter are more informed about the Commission than the nom rench 
living in other provinces. On the other hand the French Canadians of 
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fable 2.17 


Proportion of Canadians Whe Are Aware of the Existense 
of the Royal Commiggion on Bilingualiem and Biealturalien 


SRT ER ST Rm ES OS TER OUR RERET OR STS EN ORR ERE RINT SS OO FET OODLE TS OT INT SARIS LER ES TOESION IIT, SRL RED OMEN LEST TD ME, SIMI DI E Y 


E.Ge. F.C. CANADIANS OLHERS 
of of co ret 
, tb bid 2 eee 
A, Edueation 
O= 7 years 5toT 55.8 6007 4004 
(1367 (2817) (463) 384 
& =» 12 years 7128 69.6 7206 6505. 
(7540) (3433) (2138) (1005) 
15 years or more 88.04 87 of 8T 04 9201 
_ (2028) (749) (309) (275) 
Be we RSome 
$2,999 ar less 6304 576 64.8 2603 
4875) (4463) (438) (064) 
$3, 000 ~ $6,499 11 of 65,8 T5ef 64 oe 
3532) (2809) (1490) (739) 
$6,500 or more 80.06 1404 82.6 84.8 
(2981) (4058) (1139) (426) 
Gy Oceupstion 
Lower 6103 5992 56.2 5601 
: (2484 (2055) (833) (473) 
Lower Middie 1004 6463 13504 GFot 
2148) (1769) (734) (385) 
Middle 1723 6902 80.3 63.8 
(1932) Sy aby (199) 
Upper 8509 TT BT a2 83.4 
‘+ | (3034) (1444) (1074) (471) 
Farmers 6562 6507 1507 5546. 
(1297) (598) (173) (132) 
Do Age 
29 [ax tg less 6962 6462 69.5 [oO 
(4956) (1482) (596) (363 
30 =e 49 7201 1104 {81 ty ' 
(4786) (5143) (97/65) 750) 
50 or more 7308 iat 12.1 6: 
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Table 2.11 (continued) 


ETA 2 AE RTE 


Proportion of Canadiens Who Are Aware of the Existence 
of the Royal Comission on Bilinguslisn and Biculturalian 


OSE 


ona 


BC. F.C. CANADIANS OTHERS 
t 


(a a , (4 re) 
Ey seatdence 
Village | 73-1 62,6 T4105 5801. 
(2558) (41491) (438) (246) 
Urban 1204 “67.0 1007 66.2 
(3754) (2139) (1444) (426) 
Metrovolitan area faci 6867 T60f 65.5 
| (4809) (3387) (1687) (1047) 
F, Reeion 
Maritimes 651 6545 65.8 66<f 
(4604) (440) (260) (54) 
Quebec 1852 O5e/ 15. 3 84 04 
(763) (5518) (443) (258) 
Ontario 6806 66 PSS] 7261 58617 i 
(4765) (794) (4564) (589) 
Prairies and BoC» dict 68.3 1804 64,4. 
(4010) (274) (4220) (792) 
& Neve contects with B.C. 
Yes oa 69.6 1305 64.4. 
_ (5251) (3971) (1597) 
No om 5501 82.3 68.8 
(4772) (283) (96) 
He Have contests with F.C. 
Yes 717.6 cue {1803 6900. 
(84414) (2724) (4172) 
No 5645 oo 5609 5409. 
| _ (29728) (730) (521) 
Le Have contacts with other 
Yes | 7502-1062 172 6103 
(9314) (3582) (3031) (1490) 
Ne 504 6105 5201 4503, 
(1825) (3341) (423) (203 
J, Economic geprivation 
eo deprivation 7509 70.0 71906 6809 
| (6526) (3724) (2240) (4092) 
Some or much 67 «4 60.9 6349 58.6. 
r (4552) (3222) (1220) (664) 
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Quebee have not heard of or resi anows the Commission more than ‘the 
Eremgh speaking peopie ef the other provinces. An English Canadien 
living in Quebec ig a little more likely te be aware of the 
Cormmiselon, For a French Canadian, living in or outside ef Quobec 
dees not make eny ditference, 


On the whole peopie who have ethnic sentacie are more 
nwaxe Gf the exigtence of the Commission than those whe beve no 
contacts. Both French and Nnglish Canadians whe have cuntacts with 
the @ther group are more aware of the Comission. 


Sum 


At the beginning of this chapter, we raised a musber of 
questions: we now list in summary form some of the answers woich 
ware given toe these questions. 


i. Ze the etimie problem vonsidered iheportant? 
a. 17.7% of the respondents say that the etimie problem is the 
rejor one that Ganada faces. The proportion ef people concernad 
with this preblem is appraximetely the same for each etimic croup, 


bo On. the other hand, the lack ef understanding between Engi 
and French Cereddians is ceusidered to be the mat seriouz by 


28.8% of the sample, when it is mentioned exphicitiy in a question. 


e,. ‘the diffievltider between Freneh and English Ceredians ove 
considered the most gerious problem by 14.67 of a]2 Canadians when 
quesied about their personel problems. Only 9.3% of the Tronch 
Coumm@iens consider this problem their most sexious personal problel 


Ls ‘a 


Je Tm ears: es eget ee, ~. 
1023 i 5 hid 
ea Wh bhiiasy: wiley 
. onc BE ni by 2.81 in po “te 
fea digo "sept nicks 


Jomietertit Wis 
sa NO 
\/ 


ne Se wena 


8 fontrne 


os 
-~j 


2, De Engliegh and Fromel, Canetti give hoe. moh or nok snouzh 
importance to the ethnds proklen? 


the 
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De French Caradiens wexry too muh? 

47 1% of Engliah Canadians are of the opinion that French 
Canadiens worry too mich shout ethnic problems, wade only 
24.3% of French Garadiang hold thie opinion. 

Also 17.1% of English Garadians think that the Trench shood 
worry more about athnie issues while 35.7% of fransh Canadisne 
think this. 


De English Genadians worry enough? 

An average of 18.4% of all Canadians agree that the English 

Ganedians do not worry enough ebout ethnde problems and 79.97 

of the respondents would like to sce English Gonndians worm 
more abewt the etanie problem. 


The opinions conesrning the worries of politicians fellow the 


sams pattern as in a) and b) abeve. 


3. Ave people aware of the existence ef the Royal, Comission on 


Di Linguaiisn and Bisulturalien? 
An @verage of 70.0% ef Canadianm are aware of the existenes of the 
Commission whatever their ethnic origin. 


 Gther feeters begides ethnic affiliation have an e’fect 


on people’a attitude and behaviour vie-B-vis ethnic miters. Four 
ef them ware found te have seme importance: region, education, income 
mul oteupation. 
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The English Canadiens in Quebes worry moxe about the etimic 


eituation than other English Canadiana. But idving inside or outed 
af Quebec dees riot affect the reaction of Prench Canadians. 
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be he Engligh Cenadianus who live in Quebee and the French 
Cenadiane who Live outeide of Quebes are moxa likely to perceve 
the sthnie problem es the mest sericur problem thet the country 
LaGehe . | 

@. The Hoglish Canadiens living in Quebes are mors avxare of she 
exigtenee of the Reyal Commiauion on Bilingualionm and Bievituweedlisa 
then Canadians who live elsewhere 4n the country, Realdence hes 
no effect on French Canadiens’ assreness of the Conmismian. 


Ge Education, LRSM » Occupation 


The effeet of education, income and ceeupation here boen 
noted mainly with respect to major worries: more eduented poops, as 
well ae people with higher income and people placed at the top of the 
ovcupational hierarchy are more likely te worry about the relations 
that exist between the two major ethaic groups of this countey tmaan 
other people. They are aleo more likely to be avwere of the axistence 
of the Royal Comission on Bilingualism and Bieviturelien. 
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CHAPTER 3 


To & large exteni, Canadian seciety is orgenized along 
ethnie lines. This meana that the basic social relationships 
competition, cooflict, bargaining, interpersonal and intergroup 
comparisons, ete. -" ere largely ethnie in character. A guasieconstant 
debate going om in the mass media and among politicians and intellectuals 
has to de with the distribution of political and economic power between 
the English and the French, Who dominates a given institution? Which 
ethnic group benefits more from a certain political decision? Whieh 
group has more access to the good jobe? And sonverseiy, which group if 
at & disadvantage? Whieh group has smaller share of the resources 
of the country? 


In the present study, a sample of the Canadian public 

was agked about its pereeption of various facets of ethnic stratification 
4m Gaveada. It was asked about its perception of: 
te the distribution of aceses to occupational epportunitien; 
2, the distribution of benefits from government decisious and services; 
3, the quality of consumer services across ethnie Lines; 
4, the relative sentributien of the "cultural" institutions of each of 

the two main ethnie groups. 


Once we have deseribed the ways in which our sample sees 
the situation of fact, we shail examine the way the respondents think 
the situation shovld be. Situations of fact are always somewhat mixed up 
because of this, people are not likely to agree in their perception of 
reality. But, when it gets to values, it is even more difficult to teil 
whether there will be consensus or dissensus. There may be an ideology 
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that is so strong that no other point of view succesds in gaining 
ground ~~ then we have quite e bit of consensus. On the other hand, 


¢here may be structural features in a society that generate dissensus 


and ambivalence in the population: some peopie adept one point of 
view; others adept another; still others are ambivalent: they don't 
know which one to choose. 


In Gamadian society, there are such features of the 
seclal strueture contributing to generate differences in values as 
to how the social order should be organized. First, as we have 
mentioned above, Canadian society is organized along ethnic lines. 
This waeans thet some people on each side have vested interests in 
such & social omer in the sense that their sceial and economic position 
would be very different if the ethnic order were to change significantly. 
And, es ia well known, interests have a lot of influence on values. 
In contzagt, Canada is also a modern industrial denocratic seciety and 
as such it shares the belief that the various political and socio. 
seonemic positions should be occupied on the basis of ability, competence 
ané performance. On the one hand, there is the belief that the quality o2 
each individual should be respected irrespective of race, religion and 
nationality; on the other, there is the fact that many of the positions 
te which individuals agpire are leeated within institution that are 
primarily English, or French, or Ukrainian, or Italian, etc. 


This dilemma which tyraans?) deseribed as the American 
dilemma in regards to the race problem can algo be said to be the 
dilemma of all democratic societies with distinet racial or ethnic 
communities and institutions. | 


Given these features of Canadian society, it is difficult 
+o have any confidence in guessing which view on ethnie stratification 


(4) G. Myrdal: An American Dilemma, New sia Harper and Row, 
Publishers, 1944. 
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ig the moat prevalent in the country and across ethnic groups, 
Nether could anyones tell how the Canadian public feels about the 
ways in waieh the socice-ethnic order ehould be shaped, 


The following three chapters congist in a dessription 
of the perceptions and attitudes of ovr sample in regards to ethnic 
stratification in the fields of government, services and culture 
yespectiveiy. The present ene is concerned with stratification 
in the fieid of work. 


It is common place in Canada to hear that the English 
dominate the economic world. It is possible that most Canadians think 
SOs. However, when we get close to their daily lives -—- employment and 
jobs ~~ what do they perceive? Do they perceive thaix careers as being 
eontingent upon the ethnic group to which they belong == fer good or 
for bad? Or do they think that everybody has an equal access to the 
jebs? The first question to be raised, then, is whether people 
perceive an ethnie greup as dominating the labour market, and if eo, 


which one? 


| The second is: Doe people approve of the situation ef 
fact as they perceive .it? Here we really have two sub-questions, 
Firet, what stand do people take in front of the dilemm ef an ethnic 
or nov@ethuie erganigation of the secic-economie erder? And second, 
ao they think that the existing ethnie order is acceptabie? 


In this sountry, the question of oceupational careers 
ganneot be iceked at without considering the lenguage issue. Is 
knowledge ef English considered essential in order to have an acceas 
to jobs equal to that of the Inglish? Is English considered an 
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partiy waat one would have expected and partly not. 


esgantiel quelification for moat jobs? Shoulda French Canadians and 
immigrante be treated alike in relation to the English language? 
Should meubers of ail ethnic categories be treated alike with reapect 


to knowledge of Prench? 


jot secess to the Best Jobs 


On the Lirst point, a straightformerd question was asiced: 


"In genernl, who has the most chances of getting the best 
jobs in Cemadas the English Canadians, the French Canadiane, 
ox Canadians of another group?" | 


The distribution of responses te thig question hy ethnic 
categories is presented in Table 5.1. A®@ can be SSH. the xeoults ore 
(1) It waa to ke 
expected that the Preneh would think of the English es heaving more 
chances of getting the best jobs (60%) that the English would be 
more likely to think that all have equal chances (35%). 


The perceptions of the two minorities, French and "Other", 


are feiriy different. Neither see iteslf es having wore chencses far 


the beat jobs (4% and 2.8% reapectively). While the French ace both 
the English and the "Others" as heaving more chances (70% of the Freuch 
sention these two groups), the "Others" see the Englieh, but practiceliy 
no} the French as being in a favorable position ) (34% of the "Others" 


mention these two groups). We algo find that 44% of the others think 


that all have equal chances while only 12 of the French think se. 


Neither minority thinke of itself as having more chances for the beat 


jobs; but while the French have a strong tendency to think that other 
groups heave better chances, the "Others" have a moderate tendency to 


think that all bave equal chances, — 


) The tables presented in this chapter are all partial tables, For 
the complete detailed tables, see the appropriate ssetion in the 


* second volume of the report. 
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Pee 1.2 preeenrttinie! Group Perceived as Hewing More 
Chances of Getting the Best Jobs 


Group pereeived as ee, eG, “OTHERS 

having more chances: E % % a 
Annee te eee | f me . ae 
‘English — 9.8 3206 
a oa | — ) oe 
my = ie: rench ; : " eo 4,0 403 
a, | Others 10.3 10.6 2.8 TPR 
He All have equal chences 34.8 12.5 4401 | 
Te depends | 1207 Bot 41.03 a4 


a No answer al 702 540 509 0 sa 


(11170) (7054) (1693) 
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These differences in perception may be due to differences 


| c in the reality of the situstion itself or they may be due to different 
pu | aspiretions and expectations on the part of each egraup. As we ghaji 

| see, there is evidence for both possibilities. | 
7 | 

: . | Firat, looking at the responses of the Buglish, we find 
—- thet they agree with the French on two seores: ike the French (and 
- ‘the "Others"), they do not think the French have better access to the 


i ml good jobs. Everybody, then, is agread that the ¥eonch are not ina 

: ‘position of advantage with respect te the best jobs. Also, the sams 
proportion of English as of French think "Others held a favourable 

Neu position (10.2% and 10.6% respectively). The consensus observed across 

“ethnic greups on the chances of the French would tend to support the 

idea that the perceptions of the Freuch and the "Others" are different 

-Deeause sania is) crrapens for these two groups. 

= 2 — a Wi 

See But, what is the value of this consensus as to the chances 

ere exch Canadians? Perhaps it can be evaluated a little by 
: Pin ing out whether the perceptions of the respondents of varicus 
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er) to the following quest en a 

caly know of cages where Pelee people had more — i 
- the bast jobs, or have you only heard of at4 
ad ure 


i Personal Aequaintance with Cases of Members of an 
_-_—-«-Bthnie Group Having More Chances of Getting the Best Jobe* i 


_—-Rnow eases personally ik edt 1 emma 214 
¢ ™ ‘Hag only heard of such cases 5942 5405 4903 
Mo answer } 1501 Tee ee 
ae (5126) (5294) (663) _ 


- “this ete a WES piety part to heboe ‘sho had mentioned a group 
as thine more chances of otidge the best oe 


is BEES: this table make it diffievit to accept a 
‘he idea that the differences in pexeeption are caupletely dus to wee 
_ differences dn the reality situation. Indeed the French are more hy 
oa _ ‘Likely to hese had personal experience in this wespeet, but the i> or 


74 ' difference with the uy ithe: “sf is not wery large (8%) =—= aot least not 
‘an — Ex the sidieiies of the eons table would have ied us to 
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_ «Before turning eS ea? question, however, let us leck 

; "‘teietly et the 3 ‘responses of the Englishs it ‘is the only ercup that 

ss sees Lteelf as in a better situation than the other groups ia zegacis 
it +o jobs. (tanle 3o1)e In fact, it is surprising that sx many as 33) 

oe ‘declare that they howe more chances of getting the best jobs than 

: other groups have. This feeling on the part of the English Canadians 


gould be quite important as a potential for social change. Is depends, 
et ‘ of course, on whether theese people consider the position of advantage 

a a ; , 

 € their group as lsgitivate or net. We sic now tum te this question. 


; cont atat Let ws first lock at the respondent's ideas about ethnic 
oceupationel competition in general and then tum to his ideas about 
the legitimacy ef the situation of fect ae he peresives it. Do people 

eenceive that it is in the "natural order of things" that ethnic 
a alignments should structure the competition for scarce reeources, 

gueh as good jobs? Also do people think that ethnic alignments being 

i in the nature of things, there is ne point in txying to avoid thas 

-; that, on the contrary, ethnie groups should deliberately attempt to 
: manipulate the socio-economic: ordes £0 as to gain ag mich as possible 
for its members. 
: 


- of course, 1t is not possible to exauine thoroughly 2. 
Bes xespondent's ideas about what should be the role of ethnicity in 

- the structuring ef the socio-economic order by means of a few quest dons 
7 ; in an interview. The responses ebteined may not be fair to the thinking 
ne of each pespondent; the overall results, however, can be quite useful 
in Senne sia ia the mega feeling of the public in this vespect. 


‘Dwo quontione were asked in connection with the points 
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. Wao) ‘Ethan 1c allegiances are considered naturel in the allocation 

} es E jobs ty 2m ~~ Ox tty of the respondentat 52.6) 6 think that it is a, x 
mstural tor an amp oyer to ‘favour | members of nis own ethnic group. pene etl 
a ce inelude with them those who agree with some reservations, that is, | 
who way Te depends", we inelude & very ierge proportion of the 
sample (66.67). Moreover, this belief is shared by a majority in 
alt three ethnic categories. The variations between the groups are 
not wery large, » although differences do exist. A differenee that is 
"perhaps surprising is that it is the English Canadians whe are the 
most Likely to think that ‘the allocation of jobs along ethnic lines 
is naturel (Table 3.3). I% would be worthwhile to investigate this 
Agsue mors deeply: t% geems that for som people, this question is 
related to the phenomenon of “belongingness", to a sense of loyalty 
aa) one? & group while for others it is part of an ideology used to 
aay ‘legitimate theiy situation in the seeio-economie structure, The 
Si wart ‘io of these questions however has to bs left to other studies. 


Table 303, 
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Attitudes Towards Ethnie Competisian 


- sir ae <4 8 BC. Fe. OMERS 0A 
Le put _ ; | a ess @ Aan: % % . 
: i "T4 48 natural Zor an employer 
to give preference to people 
ss “ss of has own ethnic group when 
he hires employees": | a A 
LL BeePE Reeth Oe | salle 1 beneath Py aaa a 66.6 
” ay te Disserea) diotrict ie | 37 06 32.0. 2067 
ie ceahtat, wkucon ae: 2.8 201 201 206 
ae Se freer | ahs cy. (7036) (1684) (23424) - 


: a 7 * -ONembers: of each ethnie group. | 
should try to get for themselves | 
- = oF ‘the best jobs as 
7 Ad possible and let other groups ; 

i oe axe of themselves" s 
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‘ ‘ [ssa ing: si cuostion ast bas ‘e wore eer tones 
at tavelwes: @ conscious manipulation of tne geonemie structure to 

. | further ‘the: interests of one’ 8 ethnic group. The pespendent is 

7 asked whether: or not the alignments in the struggle fox promotions 
and other eceupational revards should bey dn past at least, ethnic . 
eligments, In view of the tone of this question, we should expect 
lower percentages vho agree with this statement than with the 
previous CHE» Indeed, we find about 20% ef the sample who think 
that nenbers of ethnic groups should try te get for themselves as ; 
| many. ot the bese jobs @s powsibie and let ether groups take care 
of themelves. If we inelude those who give a qualified yest, we 
obtain @ proportion close te 1/3 of the samples 


~~ 
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LA. Is 20% high or low? Considering the character of question 
= : owe would say that 20% is quite high. Also, considering the ideology 
a, af smooth interethnic relations that many social and political leaders 
a sdhere to, we would again say that 20% te quite high. On the ether 


| hand, compared to the 62.1% whe do not think mo, 20% is perhaps quite 
: Low. 
oe It ig important to note that we abserve only small 

eiffevences between the rain ethnic groups. The ethnie groups axe 

equally willing to campete harehly with ore another, Moreover, we ; 
‘find mostly eal differences when comparing respondents living in 

a differant parts of the country, or in cities as opposed to villages 

or in alectoral districts with different ethnic coupesition. i eae 
_ education, oceupation, income, econamic deprivation, end age de not 
V2 seen to poke 2 mach ‘difference either — st least, ‘RO consistent pattie 


of variations in ‘the proportion holding these & sbitudes. 
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‘soeic-economie inequalities along ethnie Lines. 


‘We have seen which ethnis groups were perceived as having 
access to the best jobs. Now, do people approve of this socio-ethnie 
order? Given the findings on attitudes towards ethnie competiti 
dn general, we ean expect to find that some people will approve of 


Indeec, there are 
a little over 14% af thoge who perceive an ethnic group as having 
petier chances who approve of the favoured position of that group. 


In Table 304, it ean be seen that this approval mey contern 
either their om group or another group; of course, the approval is 
more frequent when it is their em group then when it is another who 
ig seen as heaving better access to the good jobs. 


Perhaps, the most striking regult of Table 3.4 is that 
the French Ganadiane will approve of the fact that they have more 
chances for the best jobs mech more frequently than the English 


 Canndians will approve of their om position of advantage: 76% 
 gempared with 20%. French Canadians are very unlikely, as we have 


seen, to see themselves ap having better job opportmities — but, 

when they de see this, they are very likely to think this is the wy 
the situation showld be. English Canadiane, on the other hand, are mich 
more Likely to ses themselves in a position of advantag 3 but the 
uajority of these who say this, disapprove of the sitvation. 


As far as disapproving the better situation of the other 


group, however, French and English Canadians are not different from 


each other, They both are strongly inclined to disapproves 81% of 
the English disapprove of the French having more chances, and 81% at 


‘the French disapprove of this situation when they see tho Eughish in it. 
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Approval and Digapproval of the Favoured Position that 
Certain Groups are Perceived as Occupying with Respect to Joba 


as 


See ee ee 


Who has nost ; EeGo : BC o a : opens 2 
Chances for BoC. PoC. Others E.C, F.C. Others E.G, FG; © thers 
beat jobos o _* re aed oS 
Should have 
more chaneess 
Yes 20 62 (Pa 8.0 76.2 3.8 2306 ae eos 
‘No 6505 (87.084 8760 2264 9065 70.7 100.0 77.0 
Depends ; 1405 5ei 8.4 500 104 Bol Sef == 29,0 
(4602) (215) (4378) (4243) (277) (739) ~~ (627) (22) ~— (62) 
ai 
2.i_ Who Perceive the English Canadians as Having Access to the Best Jobs 


In the first part of this chapter, we examined the 
differences in perception auong the uajor ethnic categories in the sample. 
‘We found that the Englieh were those who were the mozt likely to be 
found es having aecess to the best jobs, and this by English Canadians 
themselves as well as by French Canadiens and members ef “Other” groups. 


‘But who are these English, French and “Othera" whe soe 
the English as dominant in the field of jobs? Ars their perespiicns 
aifferent if they live in different enviroments or if they exe in 
different socio-economic situations? 


First, what is the perception Likely to be if the respondent 
Lives in an area that is primarily A French, privariiy English or of 
another eroup. Ieoking at Table 305s we ean see thats ; 


ot 


(4) Defined in terms of relative: numbers. 
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| French Canadians are more likely +0 perceive the English as 

| sed rere secess to the hest jobe maen they live in Freush areas, 
i.e. if they live in qQuabee er in electoxal districts where the 
Freneh Canadians are ERT ORT AY dominant. 


| "Others" are more likely to perceive English Sbiartate and 
Dagan as heving access to the best jobs both in areas where 
7 the French are dominant and where the English Canadians are dominant, 
i .  . that is in Quebec and Ontario, or in electorel districts where either 
) : the French or the English are dominant. 


: Second, it is among the respondents who are wealthier, 

a mere edueated, and have better jobe that the English are the most likely 
| to be perceived as having more chances for the best jebs. Among the 
‘English, this was to be expected: it would have been surprising to 
fird among lew education and low ineome English Canadians manuel 
workers @ high propertion perceiving the English as having aceess to 

the best jobs. eae ; 


. the French, however, the results are a little 
surprising: the more the French are better off, the nore they are 
likely to find that the English have more access to the best jobs hd, 
(See Table 3.5, C, D, F), Ina way we would have expected that the = fob 
better eff would be less likely te think that ether groups have mores | ‘ 
: Wa Eduestion, status, and income makes a French Canadian wore seneitive 
4 to certain differences between hineel? and English Canadians. 


ol a 


my i Finally, we find that the perception of the sitvetion of 
ss the English with respect to jobs varies directly with age, with 
residence in a smal town as oppesed to a city, with som or no knowledge 
of the other group's language, and with the feeling of economic deprivatic: . 
| However, we find variations with these veriables mostly among the Eng ien 
_ gespondente end relatively little anong the Preneh, For instance, 


ne  Bagl:teh Genadians axe more Likely than old English Genadians %o ma 
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perecive the English ag having more access to the best jobs; but 
young French Canadiens do not differ frem old French Canadians in 
their perceptions of job opportunities. The gams heids for ths 
ether varisbles mentioned above (residence, knowledge of the ether 
sroup's lenguage and feeling of deprivation). 


Table 3. 


Pereent Whe Think that English Canadians Nave 
More Chances of Getting the Best Jebs 


‘Bo at 
el ectoral qistciot 


Predeminently English 
Predominently French 

Predominantly "Other" 
No greup predominates 


CG, Income 
Less then $3,000/yr 
$3,000 == 36,499 
$6,500 or more 

D. Education 
Ow 7 years 


8» 12 years 
13 + 


Eo Occupation 
Upper 
Middle 
Lower Middle 
Lower 


French Canadians, then appear quite homogeneous in tiels 
perceptions of access to jobs. This suggests thet the perceptions of 
French Canadiang are to a fair extent determined not by ditfersuces 
in experience, but by a s3t of traditional definitions transmitted 
from generation te generation, Eut this is only partly the case. 

Theres ig at least one set of factors that differentiates French Cemadians 
jn their perceptions of the distribution of job opportunities. This 

set of fectors has to de with the attributes of power; numerical 
dominanee, income, cceupstional status, end education. The more a 
Pyench Canadien possesses these attributes, the more he sees the 

English as having more chaness fer the best jobs. Thie is probably 

@ue to the fact that aspirations increase with the gains in wealth 

and power and that auch increased aspirations are conducive to invidious 


comparisons across ethnic lines. 


The perceptions of the respondents of our sample on 
this issue were assessed by means of the following question : 
"Some people say that a French Canadian who is qualified 
in his work has legs chances than others of getting promotions 
i? he does not speak English, How meh truth de you think 


thera is in what these people say: a great deal of truth, a 
Little truth or no truth at ali?" . 


Another question wes alse asked, identical with the 
above exsept for the word “immigrant” being substituted for “French 
Canadian”. The distributions of responses to these questions are 
presented in summary form in Tabie 566 


~ 


| When the language question is concidered, we begin ‘oe 
have a slightly better idea of what is involved in the previously 
deseribed perceptions. A little over 2/3 of the respondents (66. 3/4) 
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feel that @ qualified French Canadian has lese chanees for promotions 
i= he does not spenk English. A gimilar proportion of the respondents 
(71.9%) fee] the same way about the chances of the qualified immigrant 
who can't speak English. 


There is a set of responses that is worthwhile discussing 
about the perceptions of the qualified French Canadian and the 
qualified immigrant in the hypothetical case preasntied to the respondent: 
we can note that the agreement among the English, the French, and the 
“Others” is meh greater in the pexception of the chances of the immigrant 
than it is in the perception of the chaness of the French Canadian. 
Indeed, in the case of the hypothetical immigrant, the lergsst difference 
we Obtain in comparing the percentages is 5.6% (Table 3.6, part B); in 
the ease of the hypothetical French Canadian, the largest difference is 
28.2% (Table 3.6, part A), French Canadian respondents agree with the 
other respondents when immigrants are concerned; but they de net when 
it is themselves who are involved. 


Again here, we can raise @ question sinilar to the ane 
veiaed when discussing the first table about access to the best jobs. 
De the French Canadians feel sorrier for themselves than one wold 
ordinarily expect? Apain we Pind that reality does not give a clear, 
unanhieucus answer, For instance, if we compare the French pereeption 
of their own chances with ths chances of the hypothetical immigrant, 
what do we ebhserve? | In other words, if wo teli the French Canadian 
responéents something like thiss take an immigrant and a French 
ConeGien in the same situations both are qualified, and both de not 
apeak Evglishs what are their chances for promotions? 14.1% more 
Trench Cenadians will say thet the Freneh have lezs chances than there 
are who say that the immigrant has less chances. Also, assuming that 
the "Others”™ sre frequently immigrants or first-generation Canadians, 
let us ask the game guesticn to this “Other” respondent. We find the 
seme pattern: 13.3% more "Others" gay that the imuigrent has less 
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chances than there are who say that the French Canadian has less chance 
It would seem that the two minorities feel equally sorry for thouselves, 
They both overestimate their difficulties, at least in comparison 
with the perceptions of the other minority group. 


Zable 3.6 
Perseption ef the Chances for Promotions of the Qualified 
French Canadian and Immigrant Ignerant of English 


LEI MOOS OE ES 


al 
A. Qualified French Canadian 
hes leeg chances . 5/62  ~ 85.4 63.0 66.3 
It depends 1361 Sea 10.2 10.2 


(11970) (7054) (4693) (23459) 


B. Qualified Immigrant has a 
less chances 1007 iteo 1663 119 


It depends . Sof Bei .e © Aad . ded 
7 (14170) (7045) (1693) (23450) 
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Another set of responses concerns thoge who aay "it 
depends" ana tell a semewhat different story, (See again Table 3.6). 
In the case of the hypothetical immigrant, roughly the same proportion 
say "it depends" among the English, French and "Other" respondents, 
But, this is not so in the case of hypothetical French Canadians: 
449 ef the English say it depends" and 10% of the "Others", while 
only 3% of the French say so, There is a similar set ef percentages 
for the response "No truth at all"s no differences between ethnic 
categories in the case of the hypovhetical immigrant and the same 
pattern of differences in the case of the hypothetical French 
Canadian. . 


What ia it that some English and some "Others" think 
the French have that make them say "it depends", something that the 
French do not seem to be aware of themselves? It is difficult to 
_ tell since we do not have any data to explore this further; but as 
an hypothesis, we venture that it is being French that is beginning 
te pay off, Frenen Canadiana would not. be aware of this, but perhaps 
members of other groups would. Some members of other groups may have 
in mind the set of French Canadian institutions (political, educetion, 
industrial and commereigl) which are quite large or whieh have been 
growing in recent years. ‘Such institutions are frequently quasi- 
exclusively French, and therefore are sources of cood jobs primarily 
for French Canadians. I+ may be such things that make a certain 
propertion of noneFrench say "it depends" to a question on how 
essential knowledge of English is for promotions. 


Respendents were also asked whether or not the hypothetical 
French Canadian or immigrant should have less chances for promotions 
if he does not speak English: 
"De you think that a French Canadian (Immigrant) whe is 
qualified in his work should have or should not have less 


ehances than others of getting premetions if he dees not 
speak Engiish?" . 


. The distributions are summarized in Table 3./. As can 
be seen a small. propertion of English (39.4 = 33.4 = 6.3) and a 
fairly lerge proportion of the French (69.4 = 50,0 = 19.4'.) use two 
sets of standards: é ene set to make a judgment on the case. of 
the hypothetical qualified French Canadian who does not speak Engiish 
and another to make a judgment on the case of the hypothetical qualified 
immigrant. In both instances, the "adjustment" in the standards favors 
the French Canadians... That ia to say, English respondents, but 
particularly French respondents are more likely te say that the French 
Canadian should not have less chances than they are Likely to say so 
in the ease of the immigrant. 


(1) We must point out-that these percentages are not necessarily a 
correct reflection of the proportion using two standards: ‘the 
actual proportions may be much higher (although not lower).. 
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Attitudes Towards the Chances for Promotions of the 
Quelified French Canadian and Immigrant Ignorant of English 
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E.C. -F,C OTHERS 
cf ch ct 
; 7? : fj? : s i, c. 
A, Qualified French Canadian - 039.4 6904 42.2 
should not have less chances (41165) = (/054) (1695) 
Be Qualified Immigrant should 33501 50.0 3Bol 
not have leas chances (2474/0) (7054) (4693) 
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Another question pertaining to the language issue in 
the field of work was also asked, and as we will see, it is the 


English and "Other" Canadians who use two standards in this ease, 
‘The question is the following: 


"hen the majority of employees in @ company are English 

ae Canadian, employees who do not speak English 
French) shovld learn to speak 1;." 

The same question was repeated, substituting the word "French" fer 

"English" in it. The proportions of respondents in the main ethnic 


categories who agree with these statements are presented in Table 5.0. 


Zable 228 


Shoulda the Minority in a Company Learn 
to Speak the Language of the Majority 
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ect ee 


vase ete 


te SE pe ner RES 


E.C. F.C. OTHERS 
i? 42 2 
ss Se he ane oa ee ele ipa ec a ett RA puresine 
Yes, when the majority 82,1 6358 B09 
is English (44761) (7042) (1693) 
Yes, when the majority 67.5 of oD D503. 
is Freneh (41170) (7054) (1693) 
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66, 


67. 


We again find two sets of standards used by some respondents 
but here, in ¢contrast to what was found in the previous table, it is 
the English and the "Others" who are the mest likely to use two sets 
of standards: 20.6% of the English and 35.6% of the "Others" think 
that when the majority is English, the non-English speaking should 
learn it, but do not think the equivalent when the majority is French, 


In this chapter, we have leoked into some of the 
perceptions and attitudes of the respondents concerning the distribution 
of advantages end disadvantages in regaiis to jebs. The following 
propesitioas ean summarize the main findings: 


4. French Canadians are very likely to perceive the English and the 
"Others" as having more chances for the best jobs; they are 
signifieantly more likely to perceive this than the English and 


the Others. - ? 
Py Ass : 


2. The members of t thnic groups are about equally likely 
to say that they have known personally cases where members of the 
group they mentioned had more chances for the best jebs. Fxrenes 
Canadians were slightly more likely to have known such cases; 
still the majority had only heard of such cases. 


3, Both English and French Canadian respondents who perceived ther 
own group as having more chances for the best jobs were more 
likely to think that this should be so than those who perceived 
another group as being in a favorable position; but this is much 
mere true for the Freneh Canadian than for the English Cenadian. 


4. The majority of the respondents think that it is natural for an 
employee to give preference to people of his own ethnic group 
when he hires employees. English Canadians are the most likely 
+0 think 80; French and "Other" Canadians are about equally 
likely te think s0. 
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68, 


About one fifth of the respondents in each ethnic category think 
that competition for jobs should take place aleng ethnic lines; 
that members of each ethnic group should try to get for themselves 
as many of the vest jobs as possible and let other proups take care 
of themselves. 


Prench Canadians are more likely than the English and the "Others" 
40 think that ignerance of Fuglish is a disadvantage for themselves 
in getting promotions; but they are equally likely te think that 

it is a disadvantage for the immigrant. Moreever, the #rench, 
Canadians are more likely to think that 4% should not be a 
disadvantage for themselves than they are likely io think that 

it should not be @ disadvantage for the immigrant. 


4 bias in favour of one’s group is algo found among English and 
"Other" Canadiana: they are more likely to think that, when the 
majority of the employees of a company are English, the others 
sneuld learn English than they are likely te think that French 
showld be required when the majority ia French. 
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me paiihioal Sees nohe and the social advantages which 


= Te some groups in society possess may not coincide with what people think | 
; n | i they should have. This poses the question of the legitimey of the 
7 a political and seeial arrangements which are thought to exist in a 
; by given society. A group may be thought to have more influence than | 
7 - enother on the decisions which affect the lives af ald, but this is 


felt to be its privilege, The same group may be seen as having 
better opportunities than other people have, and this also may be 
thought to be an advantage which it rightfully deserves. But it 
could be otherwise. People may feel that it is not right for some | 
people to have more than others. When thie oceurs we say that people 
question the legitimacy ov the ES ES ae: whieh hey think exist 
between ELOUPS » 
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| Avtention in this chapter is concentrated on the opinions 
. of people in Canada concerning the reletive influence which Engiish, — if 
French and Other Canadians heave on the decisions of the federal and ’ 
the provyinciel governments and the opportunities which these grovps 
have compared +0 one another as clients and employees of the federal 
goverment, We are cencerned, as well, with the judgments which neople 
7 make concerning the desirability of what they perceive to be the miperior 
i : political influence and the better opportunities which aia French 
and Other Canadians posseas. 


fan 


oe eS 


The chapter is divided in two parts, We will first exemine 
the opinions of Eoglish Canadians, French Canadians and Canadians of 
other ethnic groups concerning their relative political influence and 
social adventages. Qur purpose is to determine whether English Canadians, 
French Canadians and Canadiens of other ethaie groups hold different 
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or similar views on these questions. In the second part ef the chapter 
we will turn to the judgments which people make concerning what they 
perceive to be ethnic differences in political and secial advantages. 


We will examine whether these judgments differ from one ethnic group 
to the other and within ethnic groups depending en the secial 
characteristics of people who belong to these ethnic groups. 


Do people perceive English, French and Other Canadiens to 
have the same amount ef influence on the decisions of the federal 
govermument? Which ethnie group, if any, is perceived to be more influent 
than others? Whieh people feel this more strengly than others? 


Table 4.1 shows that, in all, 38.0% of the respondents think 
that the opinions of English Canadians, Prench Canadians and Cenadians 
of other ethnic groups count equally when the federal government takes 
gecisions that affect the whole eountzy We observe, in adéition, that 
the proportion of French Canadiens whe think that the opinions of ail 
count equally ia noticeably smaller than are the proportions of responders 
ef other ethnic groups. 


32,9 of the respondents think that the opinion of English 
Cenadiens counts more than the opinions of other people and 6. 1% think 
that the opinion of French Canadians counts more. (1) The proportion 
of people of each ethnic group who think that the opinion of English 
Canadians counts more at the federal jievel of decisionemaking is 


much larger then is the proportion of people who think that the opinion 


(4) We have omitted to present the percentages for "Others". Ver) 
few respondents think that "Others" have more political or penal 
sdventages then have English or French. 
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ox French Canadians counts more. This is not a surprise. English 
Canadiens are more numerous than are French Canadians: one would 
expect, given the greeter mumber of English Ganadianus thet people will 
be more prone to feel that their opinion coumte more, This, however, 
dices not explain why French Canadians ars more prone than axes other 
peeple te think that it is so. 


We have just seen that French Canadians are more prone than 
are other groups to think that. English Canadiens heve more influence 
then heve other ethuie groups on the decisions of the federal coverrnment 
Table 4,1 shows also that Preneh Canadiens are less prone so perceive 
themselves @s having more influence than are other people to think 
that they have. In other words, Freneh Canadians tend to give more 
iapertence than are other people to think that they have, bet thoy 


give lees importance than others do to tueir own influence. 


Teble 4.4 


Pereeption of the Relative Influence of Ithnic 
Groups at the Federal Level of Decision-Meking 


B.C. PC. CANADIANS -OWIERS 
Ee Fo Others 
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group counts more 4505 2403 46.4 40.7 43.0 1567 
fhe opinion of English z : ; PY ai, 
Janndiens cout more  7O*9 | Te 
Aidt soqetsd oats pF SoA = nd BB 706 Ge 


Ganeiiens counts more 
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The feet that Prench Canadians are mere prone than are 
other people to think that the opinions of English Canadians counts 
more on the decisions of the federal government than does the opinion 
of other ethnie groups raises an interesting question: Are Fremh 
Ganadiane more prone ‘than ATS other people. to feel that the faderal 
government takes less care of the intereste of Quehee than it does 
of the interests of other previnces? If the federal government Listens 
more to the opinion of English Canadians than it does te the opinions 
of Freneh Canadians, the odds are that it will neglect Quebes, Indeed, 
es Table 4.2 shows, Prench Canadians (and Canadians of French language) 
are a great deal more prone than are other people +0 think that the 
federal gevarmment takes less care of the interests of Quebec than it 
gees of the interests of other provinces. 


Table 4. 


Percent Who Feel that the Federal Government 
Takes Lees Care of the Intereats of Quebec 
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'.2 The Relative Influence of English, French end Other Canadioug on 
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the Deczsions of Provincial Governments 


Do people feel that the opinions of e particular ethnic group 
count more than the opinions of other groups when the governument of 
their province tekes decisions that affect the whole province? Which 
ethnic group, if any, is perceived to be more influential than others? 
Which people are most Likely toe think this? 
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_Porwaption ¢ of the Relative Influence of Btbnie 
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The opinion ef no Lard sige «tendo. renin 
group counts more sil 29.04 5301 ial 58.9 46.8 


| The ‘opinion of English 4 - - = 
: Cenadians counts more at05 Bel Posen Ue af B89 2305 yy 
Fs The opinion of Freach | r ; : me ok 
Cansdieans counts mare 6 4 30.5 eo he 26,4 Bo4 8.4 Wel 
Pe, Ie * ‘ = 
n (17970) (7054) (3082) (187) (237) (4693) (2345°)_ 
: PLETE LD TSH SRR OY COD RISE RON Ee Sere . SS. cia 
7 ' 
; = 42.4% af people in Canaéa feel that the opinions of £ English, 
; Prench and "Others" count egualiy when their provincial govermianiiz : | 
: teke decisions. 26 0% of respondents thiuk that the opinion of Baglish 
ie  Gansdians counts mores 13.7/0 ef respondents think that the opinionoot 
Aree frensh Canadians counts more. We observe, further, that Prench-ape elcing, 
_ Genadiens are lesa prone than are other respondents to think that the 
opinion of all counts equally. e 


Finally, Table 4.3 shows that French-spsaking Canadians 
are less prone than axe respendents of other groups to think thet the 
opinions of English Canadians count more when the government ef their 
_ brovinces takes deciaiong. In turn, French-speaking Canadians are 
/ more prone than are other respondents to think that the opinion of 
the French counts mere. 30.9% of French Canadians think that their 
op: unions count mere when their provineial government fakes decisi bans 
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ae iv & Do opis think that the way they are treated by the 
‘ Tile employees: of the federal goverment depends on whether they are _ 
c : CL English, French or Canadiang of other ethnic groupe? Or do they wie 
< nar 7 think that everyone is equaily Well treated? ‘Which ethnie group, 2 u 
: 7% if any, is thought to be better treated? Does it affect vhat the a : 
ay reepoudents think te be identified as English Canadians, French 7 

f - 


Canadians, Canadiang or Other Canadiens? 


. | 47.7% of the respondents feel thet English, French and 

|  Conadians of other ethnic groups are equally well treated by the 
euployees of the fedexal government. This percentage would be larger, 
however, had it net been for the fact that a relatively small pereentage 
of French Canadiarg think thet all ethnic groups are equally well 7 

treated, Table 4.4 showe thet French Canadians are mich less prone then 

are pecple oY other ethnie groups to think that English, Freneh and 

. “"Others't are equally well treated by the employees of the federal 
government. : . 7 


: We observe also that the respondents are more prongeto think 


i | thet English Cenadlans are hetter treated than they are ‘to think thet 7% 
ie French gore eas are better treateds 22.94 of all respondents think i 
= 

ay . (4) This taade percentage in mainly accounted for by the fact that 


French Canadians who live in Quebee tend to feel that their : 
apinioa sounts more than the opinions of other people. The , 
propertions of Freneh Canadians living outeaide af Ouebee who a 
think that their opinion counts more than thé opinions of other | 
people when their provineial governments take decisions are mach — aa 
is suelier, as the following table indicates, than it is in Quebec: ts 
Frengh Ganedions Sicumegeias 
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% % % vA 
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thet English Canadians are better treated while 4.2%) think that 
Svench Canadiens are better treated. Finally, Table 4.4 shows tis 
French Genadiens (and Canadians of French language) are much more 
prone than are other respondents to think that English Ceanediens are 
better treated by the employees of the federal goverment, Trench 
Canadiang are also less prone te fesl that they are better treated 
than other people to think that they are. 


Table 4,4 


Perception of the Relative Trestment of 
Ethnic Groups by Employees of the Federal, Government 


a a a sno aNrewarererme. 


B.C. F.C. CANADTANS OTHERS 
Be Po Others 
7 & G ef as cf 
ie e g OY (a Oe a NY (LR TN 


ALS. ave equally 
well treated 


English Canadians 
Bre better treated 


52,2 (28.6 Bel °«.46,2 62<5) 54,3 


$20.8 44.7 $20] Blc4 1001 Vol 


French Geansdians are ie 


hotter treated 203 det 0.0 5.5 303 


Vie: (11170) (7054) (3082) (182) (237) (4693) (2 
Respondents who thought that English or French ex Ganed lens 

of other ethnic groups ere better treated by the snployees of the federu’ 
goverumant were asked if they personally imew of casca of persons wo 
had been better treated or if they had just heard of such cases. 
onuawexs indicate whether the opinions which people have and which wo 
have just presented are based on their ow experience rather then on 
hearsay, Table 4.5 shows that generally spealcing people tend to say 
thet thely opinions depend on what they have heard more then on whet 4 ke: 
have personally experienced. It is worth noticing, however, that French 
Canadiens (and Canadians of French language) are more prone then ave 
other people to aay that they personally Imow of eases where people have 
been better treated. But we do not Find sarge percentage differances 
betusen groups. 
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Table 4.5 


Rthnieity and Having Heard of Wiowing of Ceses 
Whese People Have Been Better Treated 


BoCo | PCa, CANADIANS OF HER: 
' Bo Ee Others 
| ee A Sy a re 
Hes heerd of such cases 4304 44.7 34855 2856 . 30.0 36.8 


know @f such eases St] 25.0 Pag. Mo, 2260 16.8 
: (2188) (3464). (562) (70) (50) (394 
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* The rest of other people have answered thet they have bot heard 
ang know of cases, that they suspect it is like they say or that 
twaey did not know, See Marginals, Ethie Relations Survey, p. I-15, 
Question j42. 


ye 


1.4 _bexception of the Relative Job Opportunities of Baclish, French 
| B60 Other Canadiens as Employees of the Pedeval. Govexumant 


Do people think that all Canadiens weve squeal chancss of 
getiing the best jobs with the federal govermment? Or do they feel 
that some Canndiens have more chanees than others? Are the evaluations 
or these ehances different when made by Englieh Canadians, Brencn 
Canadians, Sancdiane ox Commadians of some other group? 


Peble 4.6 shows that 35.7% of the respondents think ‘tu: 
Engliah, Brench and Canadians of other ethnie groupe have eaual chances 
of getting the best. jobs as employees of the federal govermment. French 
Canadiens are much less prone than are other people to feel that *hia 
ie 90. 


38.1% of the respondents thirk that Esglich Canadiaua 
better chances than other people have while 3.7% think thet the French 
aave better chances of getting the kest jobs with the federal covernument 
Prench Canadiens are much mere prone then are other respondents to thins 
that faglish Canadiens bave mere chances than have other veople of 
getting the best jobs as ouployees of the federal govermment, Tis 
belie? is strongly held among French Canadians, 
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Tabie 4.6 


Manortuniiies 


Perception of the Relative Occupatiopad 
of Bthuie Groups as Employees of the Federal Yover 
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> Bicy\* Fie, CANADIANS OTHERS TC 


4 Bo Be 0+} Ners 
Adi have equal ae sii 
L502 A .* 
ehancer 46,0 332 4302 43.4 


English Canadiens 


By! of 2% 2 32.4 
heave more chanced 26 45 ioe 2 


French Canadians er oe 
have more chances eee” Naat Oe8 406 ie 
(17470) (7054) (3082) (182) (237) = (1693) (2 


The respondents wers asked If they thought that Enogliah and 
Yrench Ganadians have more chances then other Canadiang OF gottine Go 
osst jobs as employees of the federal govermment. 22.2% of the vesponder 
think that English and French have no better chances then otaer Canedian: 
Table 4.7 shows that Prench Canadians are more prone than othey seople 
to think that English Canadians and Prench Canadians have more chances 
than GCenadiens of other ethnic Sere or getting the best jobs witch the 
federal governnent. 


fable 4o/ 
Ethnicity and Perception of English and French 
Canadians as Having Better Job Opportunities than Other Canadians 
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SUDGEULS COMCERNTNG THE DESIRABILITY OF POTIC _ ARRANGE NTS 
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there are people who feel that English Canadians, Franeh 
Cansd4ena and Canadians of other ethnic groups do not have the same 
encunt of influence in federal and provineial polities, that they are 
not equally well treated by employees of the federal government and 
that they do not have the same chances of getting the best jobs in 
the federal governuent bursaucrecy. More than others, Ingelish Canadians 
are perceived to rank above others on the politicel influence they 
have at the federal Level and in the opportunities they have as 
clients and employees of thse federel govermment. French Canadiens 
are especda@lly prone to feel that Englieh Canadians possess greater 
political and sotial advantages. On the issue of the Influence which 
ethnie groups have in provineiel politics, however, the perception 
which French Canadians have of ethnic differences is mveh different 
then what it is on other issues, At the level of provincial 
decisionemaking French Canadians are more prone to perceive themselves 
in power than they are to perceive English Canadians, French Canadians 
(those who live in Quebec) are iess prone to feel that they occupy a 
position of subordination vis-a-vis English Canadians in provincial 
politics than in Canadian politics, Their awareness of controlling 
the political process is greater woen it comes te what goes on in 
theiy province than when what is at issue is what goes on in Canada 


as a whole. 


Ve now turn to a different question: namely the question 
of the judgements which people make concerning what they perceive to he 
the differences that exist among ethnic groups in political power 
and social opportunities. In which way do people react to what they 
feel are the differences that exist among English, French and Other 
conadians? Do they consider that these differences are legitimate, 
that ts, that they should exist? Or do they resent these differences, 
object te them and consider that they should not exist? Vhich people 
object most strongly to ethnic differences? De people object as 
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strongly to what they feel are the greater advantages of their ovm 
group as they do object to what they feel are the greater advantages 
of other people? Does the way people react to what they perceive to 
be the greater political influence and social opportunities of their 
Gwn and other ethnic groups depend on whether they are well educated 
Or not, on whether they belong to the older generation or not, on 
whether they are placed vis-a-vis other people in a majority or in a 
minurity position? We now turn to these questions. 


in Political, Influence 


2ol the legitimacy of Ethnic Differences 


A. Ethnis Differences in Federal Poelities 


The influence of English Canadians in Canadian politics 
raises 8 good deal of controversy, Some people argue that, being 
the numerical majority, English Canadians should have more political 
infiuenece than ether ethnic groups, French Canadians are most vocal 
in objecting to this view. Especially vocal are French Canadians 
living in Gusheagst? Of those people who feel that English Canadians 
have more influence than other people, who are the ones most Likely 
to object to this? Does the education they have affeet the way people 
react to what they feel is the greater political influence of English 


Canadians? 


Table 4.8 shows that the French Canadians who feel that 
inglish Canadians have more influence than other people on the decisions 
or the federal gcvermment object te this influence strongly and even 
more strongly than do English Canadians and Other Canadians. This is 
true whether we compare people with less than 14 years of schoo) ins 
or people with 14 years of schooling or more. interestingly we observe 
thet amon, Prench Canadians who think that the English have more 
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(1) Chapter 7 contains evidence of this. Disapproval of Buglish 
Ganedian political influence in Canada is strongest among French 
Canadians in Quebec. 
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polities] influence than others on the decisions of the fedexel 
govezmment, these with less than 13 years of schooling sbject 

to it move strongly then do thous with 713 years of schooling or 

MOVE « (1) Among "Others" the more educated object more to the greater 
influence of English Canadians than do the less educated, Among 


English Cenadiansa, education makes no difference. 


Table 4.8 
Ethnicity, Education and the Legitimacy 
of English Canadian Influence at the Federal Leyel 


Number of years aaa eee 3 
of seheolings “13 13 “15 as 
oF. ? 7 vied i? Vie 
The opinion of English 
Cenadiens ghould not 

eount more than the 

opinion of other people 


4206 41.3 99.2 The2 5904 64.1 
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(1688) (1980) _ (2532) (942) (229) (198) 


Ve have just seen that the French Canadians whe fee). that 
Tnglieh Canadians have more influence on the decision of the federel 
government oppose this more strongly then de English and Othar 
Cenadians,. Table 4.9 shows that Engiish Canedians whe feel that the 
french Canadians have more influence are more prone ta think that i% 
should not be this way then are the French Canadians themselves. 
We obsexve, in addition, that French Canadiang with 13 years of 
schooling or more are more prone than are those with less than 74 years 


(4) @hig Zinding showld be read with other findings in chapter 7 
regarding the relationship between degree of schooling end 
digzapproval of English Canadian influence in the political 
affaires of Canada, 
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oF sendoling to feel that French Canadians should not have more 


peli ical infiwence than other poeple havnt? 


eu 
_ Sthaieaty, Udueation and the legitimacy of tbe Greater 
, Infduenes of Froneh Canadians at the Federal Level 
- 5 ~— | Lorad | ea 
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* Other Canadians were excluded due to the toa ened) number af 
Yeapondents reporting that the spinion of Freneh Cauadiang 


 €ounte more than the opinions of other people, 


Cnglish aad Fraueh Canadiang react to eneh othsys 


political influence in the following way: Freneh Canadians who 


fee], that English Cavadians have more political infivence in Conade 


than they themselves hove appose this atrongiy; Euglish Canadians 
woo Teal that Freneh Canadians have more political influence then 
they have, alge oppose this atrongiy, Neither English nor Freneh 


ComaAdians eaten ta aceept as desireble that they possesg an unequal 


amount of politieal pewer', 


Whieh of the Fuglish or the French Caradienus are morc 
likely toe eonsider as legitimate that they both have move influence 
on the decisions of the federal governmant as eonsared with the 
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(1) This finding should be considered together with the previous 


finting concerning the reactions of French Conadiann tc 
daflvuence of English Causdians, Among the lene educat 
Caredians we find the strongest opposition to what ie 
be the greatex iufiuence of English and ths strongest 
woat ig thonght to be the sreater political influences 


own ethoig group. In other words, less educated Brench C=ccd 
are questioning less strongly than wore educated Franeh Ov adis: 
. theiz GW pelltieal superiority, but mare -etrongly that o: 


English, This seems to be a reaction that eontains a 
Noarticulsrist” component. 
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fable 4.10 shows that, among the Bnglish and French 
Canadians who feel that they both have more political influense than 
the rest of Gavadians, Englieh Canadians, whetevex their education, 
are leas Likely than are French Cenadiang to feel that it should 
be this way. We ealag observe that among English Canedians whe fee) 
that they and the Freuch have more politieal influence than other 
people, those with Less than 13 years of schocling are more prons 
than these with 13 years or more to feel that this is right, Aong 
Erenuch Canadians we observe just the opposite: the less sducated 
French Canedfana who feel that their own group and the English 
Cenadiens have more influence en the decisiors of the feceral 
government than have Canadiens whe are neither Enugligh nor Wrench, 
axe Jess prone to feel that this is right than are more educated 
Brengh Canadians, Finally, it may be worth noticing thet mere 
educated Engliah Canadiens who are mware of the greater influence 
ox English and French in Caneda, are meh lees likely than are the 
mone educated French Canadiens to feel that this is a legitimete 
political arrangement. 


fable 4.40 


ithnicity, Edueation and the Lesitimary of the 
Combined Greater Political Influence of English 
and French Canadians at the Federal Level 
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* Other Canadians were excluded due te the teo smi oumber of 
respondents reporting that the opinion of English and French 
Canadians eounts more than the opinien of other people. 
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Ave younger people more likely than older people to 
disapprove of what they feel is the greater influence which Png! ian 
Canadians, French Caradians or both have on the decisions of the 
government of Canada? Is the outlock of colder Comdians on the issue 
of what constitutes desirable political relations betweea ethnic groups 
sigaifieantly different from the outlook of younger Cansaiane? 
each ethnic group (English, French and Other Canadians) axe there 
noticeable differences in the way people react to what they feel 
ig the greater political influence of their own ethnic group and of ethni: 
groups other than their own? : 


French Conadians who feel that English Canadians have 
more influence on the federal goverment than Other people have 
are much more prone than are English Conadians and other Cenadians 
+o think that it should not be this way. Thia is true both for 
people aged less than 50 years snd fer people aged 50 years or wore, 


fable 4,11 


Ethnicity, Age and the Legitimacy of English 
Canadian Influence at the Federal Level 
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) fable 4.11 shows thet among the English Canadians who feel 
that they have moze influence on the federal goverument than bave other 


Me 


people, those aged 50 years or more are more Likely then oGhers te 
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ms consider thas this is desixrable, Older Enghirsa Saenadiana SPE 
. of English power in Canada more than do the younger generations, \'/ 

ig find the same trend among Other Cenedians who fee] thet Ragliab 
Conadiang have more political influence than other people heve;: older 
people ars more prone to feel that this is a desirable state of 
affairge than are the younger generations, Finally, it is interesting 
40 notice that the reactions of French Canadians te what they feel 
is the greater political influence of English Canadiane at the 
federal level is independent of the age they have. Whether young 
ox @1@ the bulk of French Canadians who feel that the English heave 
more political infiuence than othex people have think that it should 
not be this woy. . 


We find that the English Canadians who feel that the 
Brenck Canadians have more influence then other people on the 
: decision of the federal government resent it very sirongly. Whether 
young or oid, but somewhat more so if older, English Canadiavs fee} 
thet French Canadians should not have more influence than other people 
on the decisions of the federal government. Teble 4,12 shows that 
French Canadiens are mich less prene to feel this way and the lees 
the older they are, 


Table 4012 
Ethnicity, Age and the Legitimacy of Prench 
Canadian Influence at the Federal Level 
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We have shown that French Canadiens dispute more frequently 
then othexs people the legitimacy of Inglish Canadian power in Caunda, 
Veeieh French Canadiens resent most frequently the postition of 
subordination whieh they feel they ceeupy vis-devis English Canadians 
at the Level of national polities? . French Canadians who live in 
Quebse ex Trench Canadiens who live eleewhers than in Quebec? ‘Teblea 
4.35 sows that French Canadians who live in Quebec if they fee] that 
Buglish Cenadian opinion counts more than the opinion af other peopie 
resent 1% more than do French Censdien Living outside Querec, 


fable 44 7 


Reaction of French Canadiens Living in an Outside 
of Quebee to English Canadian Influsnee on ths Federal Government 
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Conads than is the issue of the influence they should hsve on the 
federel govermment. This could be due largely to the lesser feeling 


(4) his finding corroborates other findings concerning the reactic 
of French Canadians living in and outside of Quebee to oer 
ettempts of English Canadians to gain political power in Canada 
whieh axe diseussed in chapter 7. It is worth mentioning that 
the other Canadians who live in Quebec tend to resent more than 
dc these living elsewhere what they feel as the greater political 
influence of English Canndians: 
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waieh Sag) teh enc French have of competing for power at the provincial 
level compared +o what they feel is the competition that takes place 
between them at the federal level, I+ is worth recalling in this 
regard that the prepertion of Freneh Canadians whe feel thas English 
Cavadiane have more influence than they have on their preovinciel 
severnments ie aisnifieantiy smaller than is the proportion of 

Prench Canadians who feel that English Cennadians have more power thar 


4 : oe he oe 
( ) When French Canedisns think 


they have on the Government of Canada. 
of the Anfiuente which ethnie groups heave on the federal government 
theiv feelings of being second ja much greater than when they taiok 
ef the influence which éthnie groups have on the governments of theix 
provinees. This, however, shevid not be interpreted to mean that 
Dngiish Canadiang and French Canadians axe willing to be ruled by 
one another in the provinces where they .ive. Table 4.74 shows that 
Freneh Canadians who feel that English Caradiens have more Jofluence 
than have other people on the government af thete provinces oppose 
1% strongly. Less educated French Conadiangs oppose 34 moxe ghrengiy 
than do more educated French Canadians. Other Canadians who feal. that 
English Canadians have more iafiuence than they have oppose 14 less 
strongly than do English Canadians. less edumated other Canadians 
oppose Roglish Ganadian influence more than the move educated, 


Table 4.74 
Etmmieity, Edueation and the Legitimey of 
Engiish Canadian Influence at the Provincial Level 
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(4) The proportions are respectively 18.1 and 48.85, There is a 
signifieant difference as well among English Canedians: 17.7 « 
English Cenadians feel French Canadians haye more influence than 
they have at the federal level, while 6.1% fael this way with 
respect to the decisions taken by their provincial governuent. 
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English Censdigns who feel that Prench Canadians have 
mare infhuencse than they have on the goveromant. of their provincas 
ane less iikely te think that it sheuld be this way than are Frenoh 
Canadians themselves. fable 4.15 shows that less edueated English 
Canadians resent having less influence than French Canadians mich 
more strongly than do more educated English Canadiana, 


Table 4,15 


Bthuielty, Education and the Legitimacy of 
french Canadian Infivence aii the Previneial [evel 
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We can conclude that both English Canadians end French 
Canadiens are fairly unwilling to live under each e@ther's rule, 
interestingly, however, we find thet French Canadians are more 
sineagly apposeal te English Cenadians power than are Dnglish 
Canadians to French Canadian power, Table 4.16 shewa that tihe pros 
pextion of French Canadians who Peel. that the English have more influence 
than they have in the provinces where they live mere atrongly oppose 
it then do Inglish Canedians whe feel that the French have more 
infiuence than they have in the provinee where they themeives nga 8 M 


(i) This finding holds whether we compare English and French 
Cenadiens holding constant age, income or occupation, In other 
words, French Canadiens who fee). that the English have more 
infiuenee than they bave on the government of their vrevinces 
are consistently less willing te accept this than are Enzlish 
Canadians to accept that French have more influence than they 
heave. . 
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Table 4.76 
Reaction of English Canadiens and French 


Canadians to Each Other Political Influence 
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Are English Canadians whe live in Quebee more willing 
than those who live elsewhere to accept the dominant position which 
they feel French Canadians cftupy in provineial polities? What of the 
reaction of Prench Canadians to English power? Are French Canadians 
who live outeide of Quebec more willing than are those whe live jin 
Quebee te aceept what they feel is the greater influence which Enrclish 
Canadians have on their provincial goveruments? In other words does 
the fact that they oceupy e numerically dominant position (French Canad 
in Quebec and English Canadians outside of Quebec) or a minority positic 
(Prench Canadians outside of Quebee and English Canadians in Quebec) 
affect the way people react te what they feel is the political power 
whieh other people pessesa? 


Table 4.17 shows that English Canadians whe live in Quebec, 
$f they feel that Prench Canadiang have more influence then they have 
on decisions of their provincial government, accept this wors willingly 
than do English Canadians who live outside Quebec. 
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Table 4.17 
Reaction te the Political Influence of French 
Canadians on Provinreial Covernments among English Canadians 
Who Live In and Outside of Quebec 
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Canadians should not 89.4 4354 
count moxe than the . . xi 
opinion of other people (338) (492) 
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The reactions of Freneh Canadiens to the influences of 
English Canadiens depend as well on whether they live outside or 
ia Quebec, Table 4.18 shows that French Canadians who live sutaide 
of Quebee accept more willingly than do Fremsh Cenadians in Quebeo _ 
the greater influence of English Canadiens in previneial politics, ‘ 


(4) Due to the small number of cases we cannct say much concerning 
regional variations in the reactions of other Canadiana to the 
political influence of English and Freneh Conediang, As the 
following table indicates Other Canadians whe live in Quebec, 
if they feel that French Cenadians' opinion counts more than 
theiy ovum opinion when the provincial government takes decisions, 
are more willing to accept this than if they live outside of 
Quebess 


OTHER CANADIANS emmceeramen amare 
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fable 4,18 
Reaction to the Political Influence of Enelish 
Canadians on Provincial Governments among Mrench Janadians 
Whe idve In and Outside of Quebec | 
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The opinion of English . 

Cenediens ghovld not 1401 B74 

count more than the ae hey 

opinion of other people (407) (890) 

2o2_ legitimacy of Ethnic Differences in Treatment and Job Opportimities 


Ve have seen that there are people in Canada who fee! 
that either as clients of the federal government cr as employees of 
the Pederal govermment Engiish, French and Other Canadians do not 
have the same adventages, Dd these neoplie feel thet they should? % 
do they feel that it is desirabie that the treatment which pseple get 
from civil servants and their charces as employees of the federal 
goverment depend on whether they are English, French or Canadians 
of other ethuic groups? | 


Table 4.79 shows that people who feel that English Canadians 
are betier treated then others by the employees of the federal governmen’ 
tend to object to it fairly strongly. This is true whichever educsiional 
level we consider and trusr of French Canadisns than of English Canadians 
and Other Canadians but not much more so. Their Level of schooling 
makes little if any difference on the way Hnglish end French Canadians 
react to whet they feel is the better treatment given to Sng lish 
Canadians, Among Other Canadians the better educated people fee) 
more strongly than the others that English Canadians should not be 
better treated than they are by the employees of the federal rove: 


(4) Because of the small number of people who feel that French Canadie) 
and Other Canadians are better treated by the employess of the 
federal government we do not discuss ia thie part of the chapter 
the way Dnglish, Freneh and Others react te the preferential treatmen 
of these two groups. 


& 
he | iad 


ot Lover 


e 


\ ‘< ih i Ba 


a Li sisi cf spies 


eg soar 
ioe f Gaptct nl) 


opie’ aan if 
gt cact betowst.costae 
2 erence — - 
oS cartt-Jew) oe efnesy Mn sere Dice .dce to. ee eke iy 
i =rtqoteur mt) a0 bei 2eSess wis edalbdnssi Geddy, 
at = } ides) Bae 9416 sor-oh aw ‘s / ra 
— ak snabclentedli® Shale tee 


v4 
—_— to 


Sa 


—_s 


Pil: ue 


oD 
a) 


Among Frensh Canadians with logs War 43 years of acheoling whe fc6a) 
that the Englieh heve better chances than they have of getting tha 
best jobs with the federal. gervarnnent Jie 1% feel that they shevid 
not have a vetter ebance. 89.8% of French Canadians with 75 years 
of eivaabion er more express the same views. Among Other Caradiann 
the percentages are respectively 77.4% and 66.1%. They ame 61.0% and 
67.0% among English Canadians. 
SBELS fel) 
Ethuieity, Edueation aud the Legitiancy of the 
Better Treatment Which Ig Felt te Ee Given to Buglish Canadians 
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than other people (725) (1045) (2365) (826) (67) (484) 
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We have just seen how the reepomienta reset to what thoy 
fecl are differences in the treatment reesived by ethnie groups. 
fable 4.20 shew how they reaet to wat they feel are the better ceaupat: 


opcertunitiss ef Englich Canadians as employees of the federel government. 
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Ethnicity, Educntion and the legitimacy of 
Ditferences in Opportunities of Getting the Best Jobs with 
‘the Federal Coverunent 
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English Canadians who feel that they have bettexs chances 
then ethere ef geting the best jobs with the federal government tend 
te objeet less strongly to it than de French and Other Canadians. 


We have seen that older Englieh Canadians are more Lileoly 
than exe younger ones to feei that their opinion shovwld count more 
then the epinion of ether people on the decigion of ins federal 
covermment. Are they more likely to feel that they should be botter 
treated by the employees of the federal government and that they 
should have better chances of getting the best jobs in the federal 
government buresueracy? Dees the reaction of French Canadians to wast 
they feel to be the areater opportunities ef English Gauediang depend 
en their age? 


“able 4.21 shows that the bulk of French Canadians who 
foe] that the English Canadians are better treated than ara ohier people 
by the employees of the federal govermment end have better chances of 
getting the best jobs as employees of the federal government object 
$0 dt. Age makes no difference. It does woke a aifzerence howaver 
anong Engbish Canadiens and Other Canadians, Inglish Canadians agod 50 
and over waco feel that they are better treated than othar peeple oy 
the exployees of the federal goverment and have better chances tian hove 
other people of getting the best jobe as employees of the federal govern 
are leas likely to feel that it should not be so than are English Canadiow 
aged less than 50 years. The reactions of Other Canadiane is not consiot 


Other Canadians aged less than 50 are more prone than are those 
aged 50 or mors to feel thet English Canadians shouid not be better 
treated then other people but they are less prene to feel that 
English Canadiang sheuld not have better chances than other people 
of getting the best jobs as employees of the federal governuent, 


Tahle 4.21 


Ethnicity, Age and the legitimacy of Differences 
in Serwice and Job Opportunities 
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White we have shown that Brench Canadians object strongly 
to whet they feel are the greater social advantages waieh English 
Ceradian have, we now find that they object mich iese sirengly te 
what they feel is their greater social advantages ag clients and 
employees of the federal goverment, On the other hand, English Conzdians 
no watter their age object atrongly to French Caonadiaas getting bevier 
treatment than other people do and having better chances than other 
people of getting the best jobs. | 
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Table 4.22 


Ethnicity, Age and the Legitimacy of Diffsrences 
- In Service and Job Opportunities 
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Aget . @5Q 50+ a50 5Ot 
19 $3 ~ 3 

Freneh Canadiens should not - 

be bettex txeated by the 9301 945 43.8 43,4 

employees of the federal f 

goverment (390) (328) (96) (62) 


Freneh Canedians should net 


have mare chances than other 4; . ws 

people of getting the best (906 J2a4 <n bises 

{obs (368) wnaclezt) (95) (75) 
Other Canadiace who feel that English and French Canadians 


heave better ¢hances than they heave of getting the best jobs ag employse: 
of the federal government cbject more strongly to 1% than da Eneiish 


Cavadiana and 'yench Gavedians. Table 4,23 shows that this is ieue 
both younger and older people within each ethnie group, Franch Canadia 


o 


ars less prone than are other people to object to what they feel are th 
better opportimities which they and English Canadians have. 
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Table 4 625 


Ethnieity, Age and the Legitimacy of Differences 
in Opportunities of Getting the Best Jabs 


Ethnicity: B.C. BGs OLMERS 
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English and French Canadians 
should not have bstter. x ij i sate 
shances +) ether people ot 47/29 45.5 an 47.2 Dot 
getting the best jobs (2590) (1329). (a7es) (7e9) ¢ 
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Doss it make any difference on the way people yeast io 
wast they feel are the greater job opportunities ef English Canadians, 
whether they live in Quebec or outside of Quebec? in other words Goss 
the way English Canadians react to what they feel ie their greater 
pdventage vise&-vis other people depend on whether they live in Quebec 
where they are a numericel minority or ovteide of Quebee where their 
statue is one of majority? Doss the reaction of French Canadians to 
wnat they feel are the greater oppertunities af English Canadians 
degend on whether they live in Quebec or nos. 


Table 4,24 shows that English Ganedians whe iive in Gusher 
ave more Likely than are these who live outaide af Quebac te question 
the Legitimacy of the better chantee which they feel they have as 
employees of the federal govexnment., Freneh Canadians who Live in 
Quebee are also more prone to feel that Engiish should not have 
vetter chances of getting the best jobs, We observe the same trend 
smeng Other Canadians, Finally, we see thet whether they live iu 
Quebec or not French Canadiens tend to ehject more strongly than other 
people to the English having better job opportunities. French Canadians 
living outside Quebee  fee1 that English Canadiang should net have 
better job opportunities. 


fable 4,24 


Bthnieity, Region and the Legitimacy of 
Differences in Jab Opportunities 
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We find that Living in Quebec or cuigide Quebec has 
little, if any, effect on the way English Canadiang feel about having, 
with French Canadians, moze opportunities of getting the begs jobs 
in the federal goverument. It does, however affect the reactions of 
Prench Cauedions and Other Canadians. French Canadians who Live in 
Quebec are more strongly cpposed than are those who live outside of 
Guebee to having, with the Inglish, mere job opportunities than have 
Other Caradians, Other Canadians who live in Quebet are more prone 
shan ave those whe live outside Quebec te accept having lesser job 
epportunities as employees of the federei government then have Engiiah 
and French Canadians. 


Table 4.25 


Bthnielty, Region and the Legitimeny 
ef Differences In Jek Opportiumities 
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English and French Canadians 
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ef getting the best jobs as . : : 
employees of the federal (3617) (410) (560) (2154) (3a8) 
government 

SULTIARYT 


We have Looked at the opinions which respondents have 
regarding the distribution of political influence and opportunities 
anong ethnic groups in the governuental sector. The mein Pindings 
are as follows: 


To English Canadiens are more likely than are French Canadians and 
UOthers™ to be perceived as having more political and social 
adventazes, Whether we coneider the infiuente whidn ethnic groups 
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heave om the decisions at the federal gowexnm mt, the way their 
members are treated by the amployees of the federal govermuent 
ar their chances of advantenent as employess of the federal 
goverment, respordents are mere likely to perneive the Engiieh 
in @ position of relative advantage than to perceive the Prench 
ox the “Others”, 
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in Quebec) are more likely to think of themselves as cities more 
political influance at the provinelal level then they are to think 
the English Canadiens have, 


Trench Canadians who think that English Canadians have mare 
pGlitical influence than others at the federal level er at the 
provincial level object to this mich wore strenpgiy than do Englich 
Canediane themselves. This is true inrespective ef the age and 
the education of reapondents, Ve have found, however, that French 
Canadians who live in Quebee ebject more sirengiy to Eagliah Canadian 
power at the federal level than do Franch Canadians Living « elacwuere. 


eS el EE lS English nor French whic think that English 
Cansdians have more political influence than othere at the federal 
Level ox et the a oichotionent aaree oe to epject te it more strong) 


$han do the French, 


English Canadiens whe think that French Canadians bave mare political 
influence than other people at the federel level object to Shin 

nore gtrongly than do the French themselves. We have show thet 
both English and French who perceive themselves as in a subordinate 
posi tion vie-evis the other group a bene etrongly to the perceived 
eee of affairs, 
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English Canadians who ‘Live in Quebee axe less strongly opposed 

te whet they feel.is the greater influence of French Caredians in 
provincial politice than are English Canadians who live outelide of 
Quebec and fee] thet French Cenedians dominate provincial politics. 
Enierestingly we have found thet French Canadians whe Live. outside 
of Quebee accept more readily the greater influerce of Engii.sh 
Canadians in provincial politics then de French Canadians in Qushes. 


French Canadians whe think thet English and French have more influenes 


than others in the deciaions of the federal government are more prenc 
to feel that this 4s legitimate than are English Canedianes who think 
that English and French have move influence then other people have. 


Ameng the respondents who think that English Censdions are beter 
treated by the employees of the federal government and have more 
chances as employees of the federal governuent. than have other 
peopls, French Canadians are those who object to it most strongly. 
Edusation and age do neo} meke fox important differences amoni 
French Canadians: whether young ox old, well or peorly educated. 
French Canadians object strongly to what they feel are the sreater 
social. advantages of English Canadians. I+ is worth noticing 
that anong English Canadiana tha yeunger and well educated ones 
ebject more strongly than the elder and less educated ta theix 
heaving more opportunities ag clients and employees ef the federal 
government. Algae, younger English Canadians are more likely then 
elder Engiish Canadians to question the legitimacy ef their having 
move influence than other people on the decisions of the fedarail 
government . 


Living in Quebse affects the judgments of respondents of al) groups 
in the same direction; English Cenadians whe live in Quebec are 
mone likely than are those living elsewhere to object to their 
having more opportunities as clients and employees of the federal 
goverument, French Canadians in Quebec and "Othsre' in Ovebec are 
moxe Likely than are those fxom eleewhere to question the legitimacy 
of what they perceive to be the greater advantages that English 
Canadians enjoy as clients and employees of the federal covernment. 
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CHAPTER 5 


QUALISY OF SERVICES 


PERO N KA) BG I 


I STORES AND RESTAURANTS 


tae) 


The purehase of gaeds and services is an activity 
in which large numbers of persons participate on a relatively 
eontinzous basis. it ia likely therefore that in such an 
activity persons will experience frustration if, for exemple, they 
axe unable to commouicate with sellers at a level of adequacy 
wiieh allows them to buy precisely what they want to biny, and 
to maintain the position of influence which a buyer expects te 
have relative to a seller, A seller ls to some extent in the 
position of @ servent relative to a buyer, no matter how the 
seller's actual position is orgenigetionally defined by Lactors 


whieh help to limit the more excessive demands of buyers. A buyer's 


major control is that he bas a demend, which he ean threaten to 
withéraw if he feels that he is not well served. ‘This, of course, 
ean only be effective if he ean mike his purchase elssxhere under 
conditions which he finds more satisfactory. 


A buyer should Lind a sales relationship most setisfactory 


when comminication with the seller is carried on in a lenguage which 
both persons speak without difficuity. If eithex one has diffiewlty 
in commnieating or in receiving commmication, then one or other 
can infex that the relatioasnip ia vot satisfactory — that even 

if the sale ie concluded successfully, the costs of achieving that 


end in repetitions, in physical eections, in mistakes and convuric 


ase gomewhat exceseive relative to the value of the trangaction. 
buyer may conclude that he has received poor servies —~ the seller 
ought to have understeod his wants with less obvieus trouble. ‘The 
seller may conclude that the buyer is difficult to deal with. 
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What each concludes depends upon more than facility in 
communication. Ic depends as well om the visible status characteristics 
oF both the buyer and the seller, If no statue characteristics 
impinge on the awareness of either buyer or sellex, then presumably 
their transactions can be devoted solely to the purpose of the 
transaction itself. But the transaction ean he interfered with 
if there is awareness of status on either aides; and any indication 
that throws especially the buyer's infiuence vis«devis the seller 
into question may lead the buyer to question the adequacy of the 
service he is receiving. There are many possible kinds of such 
indications that can oceur. A huyer way feel that the seliex has 
aome chareeteristies superior to this own and infer from this that 
he is not having the influence he expects to have, A seller may 
view the buyer as inferior in some way and act toward the buyer in 
& superior manner, or he may feel inferior toe the buyer and act 
ehuvlisniy. There is no necessary consistent relationship between 
feeling and acting. The point is that the buyer may eithex feel, 
that he has a position of influence inferior to thet of the seller, 
or either one may act as if shat 16 89 


Insofar as languages are ranked in the minds of buyex 
and geller, Language ean be more than a means of conmunication, 
it ean assume power implications, as a technique for cantrolling 
other people and so can become, for the speaker, 4 visible stetua 
characteristic. If for example the buyer speaks a language which 
in his mind, or the seller's, or both, is ranked lower than thai the 
seller speaks, it ean raise queetions about the legitimacy af the 
buyer's xight to superior influence over the seller. Accent can 
be another visible distinguishing characteristic ever though both 
buyer and seller speak the same language. Ethnicity, insofar as 
the buyer or seller imow or think they knew what it is or can infer 
it from language or accent can also play and important pazt in the 
reletionship since, all ethnie groups de uot enjoy the same social 
renk either in theiz om minds or in the minds of cthers. 
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We are concerned, in this chapter, with a few of theses 
issues. We shall begin by looking at the awareness peeple have 
of having conteet with members of ethnic groups in stores and 
restaurants. The one clearly visible characteristic with which 
we will be concerned is language. We shall Limit ourselves to 
situations in which buyers report that sellers speke to them in a 
language which was not the buyer’s principal lensvage, and we will 
look at some reactions of buyers to this situation. Finally we 
shell eonsider the rights respondents think people ought to have 
$o speak and be spoken to in their own Janguage, and the rights the) 
are willing to grant French speaking people to be spoken to in Mrench. 


1.4 Contacts in Stores and Restaurants 


EA WR EEL 


Agking respondents whether they have contset with members 
of different ethnie groups in stores and restaurants provides a 
gross indieation of how aware they are of the ethnicity of persons 
with whom they ordinarily have relatively brief and jmmpersonal. 
eontect, in a situation in wrich one would expect such a particular 
sharacteristie as ethnicity not to be an important consideration. 
Yet lenguage can be defined as so visible a sign of ethnic membership 
that persons may indeed be highly aware of it. ‘They may of course be 
aware of the ethnic membership of the other person for a variety oF 
other reasons but our concern will be with the effect of language, 
Table 5.1 provides some gross evidence which shows the proportions 
of raspondents claiming English, French, Cenadian and Other ethuie 
werberships who have all kinds of contacts in stores and restaurants, 
and who are apoken to in these places in a language other than thelr 
own main language, As can be seen, English Canndian respondents 
are less apt to have contacts with persons of other ethnic memberships 
in stores or restaurants than are respondents belonging to other 
ethnic groups, despite the facet that as high a proportion ¢elaim 
contacts with other ethnics as do the remainder of the respondenis. 
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One might infer thet the Buglish Canadians are more likely to be 
"ethuieally blind" then any other people, an inference which would 
fit with some ideas about reaotions of persone in wajority and 
Muority group statuses, until one notes that the Euelish Canadians 
are algo least apt to be spoken te in a lengvage other than their 
ovm when they do go into stores and restaurantes, When this latter 
evidences is taken into account language appears to play an important 
part in a person's awareness of the ethnicity of other persons. 


This this tenda to be so can be seen in Table 5.2 where. 
for contacts with French and English ai least, awareness of ethnicity 
depends upon being speken to in a languege other than one's ow. 
Thus these respondents who are never epcken to in a language othex 
then their main languege ore least apt alse te aay that they have 
eorntact with English and French persons. This factor dees not 
necessarily accoumt for awareness cf ethnicities of persons other 
than the English and Freneh Canadians ginse the use of languages 
other than English or French in stoves or restaurants throughous 
moat of Canada is relatively rere, Presumably other visible signs 
are being used to distinguish ethnicity of "Others", 
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Wa suggested before that a buyer who is spoken to by a 
seller in a lenguage other than his owm is placed at & disadvantage 
in exercising the duence in the relationship that he can expect 
he has a vight to exereise. If, as wall, he ranks the language the 
seller uses differently from his own language he may be disturbed 
in the relationship even though he has some umerstanding of the 
Janguage the seller is using. ‘The probiem is te what extent is he 
bothered and how dees he define the situation? We are able te cain 
some understanding of this problem with two questions which respondents 
were asked: 

Does it bother you to speek another language than your own 


in order to get served if you wmderstand this (the languase 
the seller uses) language? 


Do you feal. that the service you get is poorer than it is 
when you speak your own language? 


The proportions of respondents who are hothered by haying 
te speak a lenguage not their cwn and their estimate of the service 
they receive are shown in Table 5.35 for each ethnic group, As can 
be scen the French Causdians are most frequently bothered by boing 
spoken to in ancther language. Whereas a very small preportion of 
respondents of "Other" ethnic groups are so bothered. Perhaps, 
the most interesting finding is that despite the fast that the Preach 
Sanedians are more bothered then the Inglish Canadians they are nob move 
api than the English tc view the service they receive as poorer to any 
significant degree. In fact, when we hold the degree of "hothereduesp" 
constant; (Table 5.4) we fivd thet, with the exseption of "Canadians", 
these people who are most bothered by having to speak another lenalnes 
ere the ones who view the service they receive as poor regardiess of 
their ethnicity. 
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Table 5.3 
Eetimate of Feelings and Services Received in Stores 
or Restaurants Where Another Language is Spoken, by Ethnicity 
(In Percentazes) 


ea 


Esl s Peis CANADTANS* ar: OTHER: 
‘ English French Other 

43 va 99 “ va a 

is bothered: stp og 
very much, ; 
quite a bit 18 at 9 6 & 2 
a little, ‘ 
depends 43 16 9 11 6 > 
(5005) (5335). (1546) (160) | (161) (1426) 

Service 1s poorer 28 36 19 22 9 10 
(5023) (5323) (1545) (160) (767) (4426) 


* See Footnote to Table 5.17. 


feble 5.4 


Preportion of Respondents Who Are Rothered by Being Spoken to 
im Stores ar Restaurants in a Language Other than Their Own and 
Who Feel that the Service is Consequently poorer, by Ethnicity 
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Bothered very much or on 
quite & bit, and ¥ a eh his 
service is poorer (764) (1931) (439) (90) 
Bothered a little and 23 29 27 44 
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1.3 Perception of Rights: to be Served in Om Om Jenguape in Sic in Stores 


and Rerbaurants 


that English and French Canadian respondents think thes 
they should be served in stores and resteurarts in their own lenguaste 
San be seen in fable 5.5. At the same time, neither the English 
nox "Others” ethnics group members think the Prench Canadians are 
right in wanting te be served in Freneh in so large a proportion. 
Ye may ask whether respondents show any consistency in their 
answers to these two questions. Ayre the feelings about the right 
to be served in one's owm language related in any way to one's 
ettliude toward the demands of French Canadiens? The answer, as 
Table 5.6 shows is a partial no. ALL other groups but the French 
Canadiens, think that these litter are not right in wanting ta be 
servec in French, whether or not they feel they should themselves 
be served in their own language. Between a querter and a third of 
each group feel the French Canadieng are right in venting to be 
served in French in Quebeo, but this still meens that less than 
half of these respondents agree with the clatm sven qualifies dy, 
She French Canadians of course, agree with the clein, aLthough 
unlike the others there is a relationship between the Swo responres: 
they ave less apt to agree with the rightness of the slaim of the 
Prench Canadiane if they feel they themselves should not be served 
=. their own language. For the French especially but to some extent 
fox all other respondents as well, we suspect that the presence 
or the words French or English in a question leade many respondents 
te define the situation as a politicel one involving @ power hoelance 
between the French and the English Canadisna, and they respond ix, 
& way that appears to be traditional in Cenada with the French - taking 
one side and all others taking an opposing position, Perhaps the 
mogt revealing feature of these data is that the consensus within 
the Freneh group is not completes. 
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Table 5.5 


Percentage of Respondents who Think Service in Stores 
and Restaurents should be Provided in the Principal Lenguage of 


the Buyer 
E.C. P.Cs CANADTANS* ened OTHERS 
¢ English French Other 
oy ve g 2 9 (ES ET 


Should be served _ &6 Ti 62 ie i2 ee 
in own language (31752) (7054) (3073) (482) (237) (4684) 
French Canadians are 

vignt to want to be 
served in French eS 


“4 f ras 


SO 14 59 28 


french Canadians are 

right to want to be 8 30 12 25 2] 
served in French but on peed 
only in Quebee (1 479 (7054) (3082) (182) (23/) (1693) 


Aare acm 


* Respondents who said they were only Canadian or belonged to no nariieule: 
ethale group are divided by principal language into English spealing, 
French speaking, or Speaking both languages or some other lenguage . 


Table 5.6 


Percentage of Respondents who Aceept the French Claim te he 
Spoken te in French in Stores and Restaurants by Those Who 
Claim and do not Claim Such a Right for Themselves 
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of ce Gf oF ops ve en 
J (2 ve) (? Pil {2 W) ya 
Pacuiethane oupenenenpempecnmemseene ee ee 
French are right 
to want to be 14 9 30 40 14 43 


served in Prench 
french are right 
to want to be 34 27 6 14 28 25 28 
served in Prench but 
only in Quebee 

(7290) (4790) (5429) (957) (2003) (933) (625) 
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: That the xepponse to the question about the righimess 
ef the French Canadian claim to be served in French is based on 
pereeption of & pawer halanes is supperted by some of the evidense 

in Table 5.7 whieh shows the relationship between thie feeling of 
"Rigntness" and dhe respondents’ exyeriences of being spoken to in 


stores or reebeurants in a language other than their om. As can 


be seen, the frequency with whieh the French are spoken to in 
enother language in these places bas no relationship to their 
feeling that the French Canadiens are right in asking to be spoken 
to im the French language e« For other respondents there is some 
relationship sueh that the more often a person is spoken to in 
another language, the more is he unequivocally willing tO acce ps 

the French claim ag o.right one. Yet the relationship disaprears 
fox these people Ect) well, when the people who accept the clain as 
eight in Quebee ave taken into eccount. Experience, in other words 
appears to be having little effect on thege respondents, al though it 
dees affect their feelings about what their own rights ought to bes 
the less fvequentiy a person is speken to in stores and restore sVabric} 
im another Lenguage, the more he feels he should be spoken to in his 
owa Janguace. This holds true for all ethnic groups. 
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Characteristics of Respondents 


French Canadiens are more apt to be spokea to in a 
ianguege other than their own in stores and restaurantes than any of 
the other groups of respondents, Of all those (I'rench, English and 
Other) who experience this, the proportion who do often, is no greater 
fox the French than for the others yet more of the French are bothered 
oy She experience and more of them feel they receive poorer service 
becauss of it. One might infer from this that the French would be 
more apt than others te feel they should be spoken to in their om 
language and more apt to agree that they are right in making such a 
claim, As we have seen this is in facet so. We may now ask another 
sexies of questions: Are the French different in their backgroud 
charecterlatics, their Living arrangements and their experience than 
axe the rest of the respondents? As before, let us begin with their 
actual experiences in stores and restaurants. We shall be concerned 
here with the effect of the contacts which reepondents of the four 
ethnic categories have with other ethnic groups, and with the effects 
of the economic and educetional experience of the respondents. 


25.) .ceperience in Stores and Restaurents 


A, Contact. 


The experience of respondents in stores and restaurants 
yaries inversely with the extent to which they live in areas where 
other ethnie groupe live. Thus, fewer of the French Canadians are 
spoken to in & language other than their main language in Quebee than 
are other respondents, but more of them, than other kinds of respondente 
are spoken to in another language elsewhere in the country. (Table 5.8) 
“0 gome extent this is likely related to the fact that persons jin the 
"Other" ethnic category tend predominantly to speak English rather 
then Frenea if they speak another language, but other evidence also 
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sigeests that the French Canadians particularly those living in 
Quebec, have strong feelings about the language isgue, Thus move 

of them ave bothered when they are spoken to in another language and 
more of them think the service in stores and restaurents is poorer 
than do members of other ethnie groups. Outside of Quebee, the 
Hrench are not hothered more than the other ethnic groups and in 
fact feel that they got poorer service lesa frequently shan do the 
Boglish, although, for the West, the differences are not significant. 


Do English Canadians ever feel the same wey sbout ellerios 
or waiters speaking another language? To answer this question, 
electoral districts in the country were classified as French whence vax 
60% or more of their population declared that French was theiz "Mother 
tongue" (using the census of Gansda definition); a district was 
classified as Baglish whenever 60% or more of its population declared 
that English was its mother tongue; mother tongue was also used to 
distinguish "Other" electoral disixiets. Respondents were than 
classified as to whether they lived in dominantly Hreneh, English 
ox Other districts. As expected the proportions for the French 
Cansdians in French digtriets are wery similar to those for the 
Prencn Ceradiang who Live in Quebdee although the munber of dominantly 
Rrench districts outelde of Quebec is small; consequently one showld 
be carevul not to exeggerate the meaningfulness of this finding. As 
to the English Canadiane, they are least apt to hear another longuaxe 
in dominently English districts, bus they are no more bothered by 41% 
in these districts than they ave in other distriets; ‘the kind of 
district the English live in seems to have little reletionship te 
whether they are bothered when they are spoken to in another 
jenguage, or to their estimate of the quality of the services they 
vece.ve. In every region and in every king of district between a 
fifth and & quarter consistently estimate the servies as poorer 
when another language ig spoken. There is no such consistency auong 
the other ethnie groupings. 
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We may ask whether, the French and English Canadian 
experieuee, and estimate of that experience are similar under any 
concitions. The data, presented in Table 5.10, suggest that whether 
the respondents in the two groups react in similar or different ways 
depends on whether or not they have contact with one another. By 
Gefinition, one would expect those with general contact to hays 
contacts in stores and resteurants more often than those without, 
but for both the French and the English it is those who elaim that 
they have no sentact themselves whe ars most bothered by such 
contact ~~ presumably theoretically —~ and who anticipate that the 
services would be poorer, 


The relationship between being hothered and contacts is 
nevertheless not as strong ap is the relationship between beine 
bothered end the degree of bilinguelism. This relationship is shows 
ia Table 5.17. The number of respondents whe declare that they are 
apoken to in a language other than their own varies directly witih 
the desree of competences they see themselves as having in the other 
jenguage, The seme relationship prevails for respondents’ estimates 
of their experience in speaking a language different from theis own, 
Tn fact, the English Canadians whe speak Freneh with no dlfficulty 
eng the French Canadians whe speak English with no diffieulty are 
bothered in equal preportions, It is the French who speak English 
with some degree of difficulty or who da not speak it at all who 
are mogt bothered by the experdence of speaking another language. 
and they are considerably mere bothered than are the English whe 
epesk French with somes degree of difficulty er who do no} speal ii 
et ail. 


When the English and French Canadian respondents are 
compared with the nen-ethnic Canadians and the "Others" 14+ can be 
seen that seldom are theres latter respondents as frequently bothered 
by bedag epeken to in another language in stores or restaurants, 
nor do thoy regard the service received ss poorer in so high « 
ereportion. The issue over the lenguege used by clerks and waiters 
is an issue for the English and Frenth Cenadians rather than for 
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other ethnie groups, and it is especially an issue for the French: 
Canedians in Quebec. At the same time it is lezs an issue for 
everyone when the respondents spcak the other language «- either 
English or Freneh-~ with no difficulty. In this regard the 
Byench Canadiens appear to have a lower tolerence level when 
communication in Euglish is difficult than do the Eugiich Canadians 
when dealing in Prensh, 


Be Beonomwie Dxeperience 


In sociological literature, edueation, income and 
eceupayian are frequently used in sombinetion as an index of « 
person's socio-economic statue. Because we are comerned with the 
effect of the respondents’ economle experience on their attitudes, 
the separnte verlables hays not been combined into 4 single status 
index but are treated separately. As will be noted, the relationshin 
of these factors with the experience of respondents im other lancuspees 
in stores and restaurants, and their estimate of that experience are 
much sluilar and can be stated asz the higher the education. the 
higher the incomes or the higher the occupational statua the mors 
frequently do respondents’ experience clerks or waiters speaking 
to them in another language but the iess bothered by it they are, 
and the leas do they think the service they receive is poorer, These 
relationships ean be seen in Table 5.12, 


None of thesa are strong relationships, and the relationship 
with occupational etatus is the weakest of the three. So fear as the 
estimate of the quality of services received in sicres and restaurants 
is ¢oncezmed the relationship holds up consistently cnly for sducation, 
eyen though being bothered by being spoken So in another lanewnage is 
related directly with all three factors. 


There axa three measures avaliable te us of a respondent’ s 
estizate of his econemie situation and his status. Respondents were 
asked to sstimate their debts and agyseta; they were asked to estimvie 
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Eapesience of Reapondents and Ratimate of Services Received 
in Stores and Restaurants by Eaucetion, Income and Occupation 
(In Percentages) 
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Table 5.12 (continued) 
Experience of Respondents ane Estimate of Services Recsivad 
in Stores and Restaurante by Education, Income and Occupation 
(in Percentages) 


TANS OTHERS 
a D c ay* (af Cb) Ce) t 
% % % % q, % ¢, 
Education 
13 + years 56 18 3 8 65 4 12 
cig) (424) (395) (275). (477) (473) 
8 = 12 years 50 13 69 6 =A 
(e156) (1034 (995) cI: OER a 
0-7 years 60 e 13 79 53 4000 44 
(474 (297) (284) (381) (304) (284) 
Lneome 
$6,500 ox more 58 17 6 18 §2 27 Ts 
(1137) (618) (589) inne (250) (eas) 
$3,000 » $6,499 52 48 5 7 73 12 42 
(1212) (614) (577) (135). (535) (546) 
Undex $3,000 - 38 1 luokte 16 60 4 searecine tt 
(445) (459) (148) (426 (452) (452) 
Oseupation | 
Profeseional, 
ManegeriaL 52 22 4 15 62 27 10 «BO 
, (1092) (649) (629) (471) (279) ~~ (286) 
Glerical, Salee, . 
Service 53 20» 8 44 49 aT ae aa, 
(523) (265) (250) (199) (97) (97) 
Skilled 58 49 6 42 79 45 Bee 
(734) (396) (363) (383) (264) (294) 
semi-skilled, 
unskilled 44 14 2 44 71 39 13, iS 
(233) (374) «= ((370) (473) = (337) «= (408 


Farmers, Farm 
laborers 24 44 28 emt: : ; 2 o 
(191) (39) (30) bee (78) 
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Respondent is spoken to often in ancther language 

(c) Reepsndent is bothered very much or quite @ bit by being 89 Spoken % 
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their present financial aitvation relative to the past and the 

future; and they were asked to estimate the relationship of their 
finenciel status to their edueational etetus. This has allowed us 

to develop three indices: respectively, a ratio of debts to assets, an 
dadex of economic deprivation, and en index of rsapendents! estimate 

of the financial rewards they beve received relative to their 
investment in e¢ucation. The efiect of these variables is shown in 
feble 5.13. 


The presence of eccnemic deprivation has no effect on 
the way in which respondents estimate their experienee when they are 
spoken to in another language. The effect of the other two variables 
i8 not strong but it is unusual, enough to mention. Respendents who 
heave neither assets nor debits, whe, in other words, have no lens tern 
finanelal commitments are more apt to be bothered when they are spoke= 
to in another language than these who have mwh coumlitwents, Respormients 
whe are concerned about the lack of congruence between their inves imens 
in educetion and the fimancial rewards they have received ars also more 
apt to be bothexed than those whe have ineongrvence bul who are not 
concerned about it. Congruence or lack of it does not, in itself, 
appear to be having much effect in this arse. 


222 Attitudes Toward the Use of Lonzuege in Stores and Restaurants 


_ 4s we heve seen, contact is related more strongly to the 
experiences respondents have in stores and restwuwants and their 
estimates of those experiences than are eueh econcmic and status 
faesters as education, income end eccupation, The ese thing can be 
said for respondents’ attitudes toward the use of thelr own language 
in such commercial places and toward the use of French, Contact does 
have a large effect upen whether a respondent thinks he snaould be 
served in his own languege and, to a somevhat less extent, whether 
he thinks the French Canadiane are right in wanting to be aeryved in 
Freneh. 
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fable 22.43 


Ueperiencs of Respondents and Estimate of Service 
aseeived in Stores end Restavrants by Ratio of Debta to Assets, 
Sense Of Economie Deprivation and Concern with Costs and Rewards 
(In Percentages) 


EU TTI CIR ANI A ET Ee eS ee 


% 
Racig of debte to assets ae je 
Assets » Gebts 4a 2 20 24 75 46 24 
(4608) (1828) (1817) (2083) ¢ 1559) 
No agesets, no debta 5°. 40 44 25 26 76 43 
¥ (1327) (487) = (444) (1750) (4546 48) 
Debts > assets afi 46 20 80 Ag 
(3770) (4652) (4563) (2124) (4637 
(istzmate of Boonomie 
BERET VE GiOn . 
Abgen’ 46 4 ; 20 23 82 54 36 
(6508) (2763) (2650) (3725) (3088) (0% 
Present Aq 7 £0 69 34 40 
(4581) (1689) (1675) (3232)  {2190)f 
Coueern with Costs end. 
Rewards | 
Coste > yewards . ae ; 
concerned 44 2 25 34 84 49 4 
(749) (329) (318) (545) (457 
not concerned 49 44 14 vp) 68 49 
(861) (400) (409) (644) (435) (44 
Coste = rewards pops) 10. VII © (128 145. 4— 46/38 s 
(8080) (3073) (2967) (4564)  (3876)(35 
Rewards = coats ce | P sg 
eoncerned 62 15 25 47 94 47 £4 
(253) (#20) . (430) (225) (245) 
aot concerned 49 40 18 27. 7 «43 i534 
(1044) (486) (473) (952) (730) | 


* (2) Respondent is spoken to in a lauguage other than méin lenguace 

bb) Reaponéent is spoken to often in another language 

te, Respondent is bothered very much or quite a bit by being go ew doken ie 
} Responéent thinks the service xeseived is poorer. 
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fable 5.13 (continued) 


Szperience of Respondents and Estimate of Service 


Received in Stores and Restaurants by Ratio or Debts to Assets, 
Sense of ee Deprivation and Concern with Costa and Rewards 


| (In Percertages) 
SRC SENSE RES ORCA ACID NEESER TEE SEIS STE BOP ALOE TEP DID IESE: ENON COO IED CTO ES ES A SAAT EIEN ERR PC hs a ee 


CANADIANS 


Ratio of debts to aasete 


Assets > debts 
Nc assets, no debtea 


Debdvts > aesetea 


estimate of Economic 
Deprivation 
Absent. 


Present 
Concern with Coste and 


Rewards 


Costs > rewards 
concerned 


nos concerned 
Costs = rowards 


Rewawis > cogts 
eonecernad 


net concerned 
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(641) (386) 
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(450) (92) 
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- (136) (87) 
44 35 40 
(4700) (711) 
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(782) (415) 


(a) Respondent is bothered very much or quite a bit by being ao 


Respondent thinks the service received is poorer. 


Respondent is en to in & lenguage other than main lLanguase 
Respondent is eapoken to often in another language 


wotlk 
TG 


er 
| *) ai ee] 


) 
al 
2 a ' . re > 
, - #7 7 
“OF 7 oe f) 


entw age to: otan aby: 
& St oe 


vee « radett +0" oital gt 5 


Mead vhs a q's 
: "7 nat ? 
MATCAY Ay 7 r 
—_ 1 © * 8 tem nk a ST ee 
i. , 
j ‘o) a (3) y 
s 
4 
ly | 
~ - ts et a RE 


o a ighaiiineal CA I, Se oe? 


an a PF. 
Gor = ¢; f 


s 


atgoo < ares’ 
Hsitfoduniy 
cs 


Set agngo Joa 


ee ee oe en emma 


[ Bp of of peeveonn |b; vite bream mail 2 

: 4 

) al meartojon't Le ear ae ch $nebovgh s i Aa 

i etd a ies 5s attedis ok tx ipbaoty rant ' 

etry AP Levi soex eoivude pti a + ox H 
is r fetrt she ail 


The evidence for this last statement is presented in 

Table 5.14. The English Canadians living in Quebee are least eps 
to want to be spoken to in their own language and most apt to think 
that Freneh Canadians should be spoken to in French, The French 
Canadians living outside of Quebee are similar to the English 
Canadiens in Quebec: they are less apt to expect to be spoken to in 
their own Laviguage than the Quebee French, but they do not feel they 
are right to expect such a requirement. At the same time, they are 

&S ape to support the French claim as are the Quebec English; this 
is considerably more than the non=Quebec English are willing to do, 
but considerably less than the Quebec French. Certainly the Preach 
Canadians throughout Canada do not agree in cvervhelming proportion 
with the French Canadiens of Quebec on the justice of this «lain, 
Nor do the Quebec French get meh support from either the “Csnedians" 
or the "Others" except from these who live in Quebee itself, and 
even among these people they get no more than the divided support 
they get from the Quebee English. 


On the igsue of the rightness of the Freneh Canadian 
claim to be served in French, neither contact with the French Cenedians, 
. nor ability to speak French appear to have much effect in persuading 
the majority of non-Freneh persons to side with the Freneh, There is 
@ siight tendeney for those who speak French without difficulty to be 
uneguivecally on the French side but it is slight and digappears wher 
one also takes into account those respondents who would limit the 
rightness of the claim to Quebec. Contact with French appears to 
have no effect at all. One is led to speculate that the position 

& person takes on the issue has more to do with the power (votentin) 
ox acutel) a particular ethnic group has in the area in which the 
person lives than it has on any sociel contact or bilingual ability 
he may have. Thus, "Other" ethnics reject the French claim mest 
frequently in districts where they predominate and accept it most 
frequently where the French predominate, The French are most 
uneguivecaliy for the rightness of the cleim in districts in which 
they predominates The English accept the rightness of the clsim 
most frequently in districts in which the French are predominant, 


and reject it in other kinds of districts whether or not they predominate. 


i 


ecrteseug at Grenade. ¢ 
a “eeol eta sodeuy at otyhS 2 
Y- by -FGe Or Dawe su0 ott cae. 


. . by ty steerage ce 
ar + of uralints ean node : O tee sbistuc paeked ait 


= 7 a 
oga a@ ot sopaxe oF dae esol en 0 it soodaxd uk aah hase’ 
ji ,doxert gedoud “a seawis suatot ro” vad ett 


Par i 


(A .teourthepex e doa toeqee OF aah arm 


5 _ e 
“rain of ne z= re _—T a ‘ 
1 (433 RECAAS j whe) b Ss. La. Wiw ox (Cue iy @ fia 34. 
iv 7 - 


nor a oS a fe a : 
n con off aad stom vidmreiia 8 rh . 


j M } r hy imi? nes x. fos zy | Sore noo. nd be “a if 


; . 4 revel c peep « soy o 5 ¥ ” 
ton of nhaxeD trodgucnis anxelpaugy 
> ercethared conovl elf tity 
L ood OD sou 
- - 
4 ‘o 5 " 3 f J Vg ean “a0 : 
| 7 
) C29 7 noys 
Be! jar) eil5 wy 
. 
i 
7 
é » a 
; ’ : nous mt bevroe ec OF Laie ’ 
feeqe of vitlide 4; 
: : yiivoetan aly 
‘ \ DY YOR@DIU. 4 — a 


ae 


© fle ta toetie am) oyae 


ot ot co salet a0ateq a> 
Cit 2 ‘oe satvolsis¢ & (farpe eo 
ed +) nadt eevhl aor 7 
1% ts by ods ovo? etobatatt mt. ¢itmeape 
: . att” ,o pherg cores ate oteily ee , 
2igtiin 1) oinlo eas +0 aid ae ody 202 whan 
oftutes «ir Io nesnsiiats ed? syoDOS des Lard sit! ee nts neteno bra co % 
r cmap! oe aa ae orig stp. dn Ph fe obrtats 2 . orto ; port” 


7 a a) “aa 
) : se ike it ts i ’ : , 
5a : ered a nate gute» if 


AR Uy et Ea 


Percentage of Respondents Whe mak: D RUN URW 
Their Owa Tanguage in Stores and Restaurents, and Whe Think thd 
French are Right in Making a Similer Claim by Region of Residence 
Ethnicity of Residential District, Contacts, and Degree of BilingucMion 
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55 
(43) 
ag 
(550 
69 7 40 & 45 =) 
(4725) (4047) (783) (792) 
Weat 66 29 34 54 ) 
(3963) (404 5) (274) (280) 
Ethnic Composition of 
Electoral, Digiviet ef Residence 
Eugiish dominant 66 y 39. 383 
(5797) (813) (4.7) (hae 
french dominant 54 5 &9 ‘ 
(529) cee 5) (5447 } (5423 
Other deminant 67 5 417 28 oy ae 
(670) ib) {60} (60) 
Ne dominance 67 8 29 39, 57 24 
(4086) (4127) (7093) (9095" 
| Contac’ with 
Buglish = yes eee sou ous 13 19 10 
(5236) (524 
wo AS corse ewes cme 92 95 
(1761) (3775 
Frenth = yes 65 . +n - ores 5 
(8330) (8373 
@ nO 71 vi aos 
(2692) (2692 
With | no aierieulty 50 22 26 59° 67 14 
(457) (457) (2093) (2098 
With some difficulty 56 16 76 ge 7 
(4421) Gib) (1864) (qE0¢ 
With preat difficulty 56 42 4 a 8% 
(41670) Rl (4207) (400 
Does not speak it 72 32 95. o4 
(7461) Feis>§ (1924) (494 


* {c) Should be served in om language in stores and xeptaurents 
(ob) Bronch are right in wanting to be werved in stores aud vectaucr: 
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(ce) Beench are right in wanting to be served in stores and rovtmirentes 
french but only in Quebec. 
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Table 5.14 (continued) 


Peresniage of Respondents Who Think They Should Be Served in 
their Own Lenguage in Stores and Restaurants, and Who Think the 
French are Right in Making a Similar Claim by Region of Residences, 
Ethnicity of Residential District, Contects, and Degree of Bilingualism 


SEA LE ORS ORI nt a ab 


PAI hn BRIS 


CANADIANS OTuERS 
(a) Th) (c)* fa) (b)~=sd tad 
OSE eT LAL se Ne © OTe RO Ae A OR 
fegion of Residence 
Mari tines 62 26 46 80 47 
(45) (258) (251) (54 
Quebee 48 5d. an iff 35 56 
(248) (413) (409) (243 
SutariLoe 62 f 34 34 i € 
(580) (1570) (1577) (574 
Veat 56 40 5 3 
(792) (4247) (7238) (77 
Xthsie Composition of 
Hiectoral, District of Residence 
Unglieh dominant 67 40 34 43 9 
(4520) (1520) (524) (5 
French dominant 52 51 16 32 56 
(327) (335) (170) (1 
Other dominant 69 cons 26 2% 
£260) (260) (455) (15 
Ne dominence 48 12 31 40 10 a 
(4360) (4373) (846) (S07 
Sontact with 
English = yes Sf 15 29 3t 13 ab 
(3175) (3496) (4569) (4551) 
= 20 me ii v ee Re foe 69 25 2 
| (292) (292) (96) (96) 
Srench = yea 54 15 29 Ad, 46 22 
(2746) (2771) (4455) (1962) 
= no 15 9 30 27 7 45 
| (721) (717) (510) (425) 
Speak other language 
With no d4ffieulty 34 35 25 416 {a 
(393) (397) (187) (18; 
With some difficulty 43 22. 23 26 42 im 
(542) (552) (326) (336) 
With great difPiculty 57 14 33 46 32 >, 
(507) (578) (147) (147) 
Dees not speak it 69 T 51 33 6 
(4956) (1945) (842) (824) 
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(a) Shawld be sexved in own lenguage in stores and restaurants 

\2} Beench see rieht in wanting to be served in stores and resteurante 
in French 

(ec) Freseh are right in wanting to be served in stores and restaurantes 
in French but oaly in Quebec, 
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Theat this is primarily a political issue is supported 
further by the evidence presented in Table 5,15, which shows the 
effeat of edutetion, income, eceupation and religion on the posi tion 
respondents adopt. None of these characteristics has too great an 
effect on the position respondents take, certainly nowhere closer to the 
effect that ethnicity has. 


Lé seems ressonable to conclude that the majorit 
people do not like being served in stores and restaurants in a language 
other than theje cwa, Consistently the French Canadians experience 
this more Trequently than any other group in Cameada and more of then 
are bothered by it and wish it was not so, and could be changed, Burt 
& Claim to be served in French is not regarded by other peopis 
Canada as 2 legitimate one Luin the Province of Quebec, 
Hrench Canadians in Quebec es & divided suppert Prost Sihax codile 
who live in Quebee and from the French Canadians living outside 
Quebec, bus very Little support from ether people. 
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Table 5.15 


Percentage of Respondents Who Think They Should Be Served in 

Theis Oum Language in Steres and Restaurants, and vhe Think 

the Freneh are Right in Meking a Similer Claim, by Education, 
Income, Occupation and Religion 


a 
% % % ei % fs 
Education 
13 + years 67 5 40 79 19 
(2001) (2010) (749) (751) 
B <= 12 years 69 rie, 31 13 76 “ty 
(7470) (7507) (3433) (3474) 
Oe 7 years 66 43 50 Bs 85 be: 
(1347) (1355) (2808) {2929} 
ancone 
$6,500 or more 64 8 35 Pee 12 9 
(2963) (2970) (1067) (4061) 
$3,000 » $6,500 66 41 34 77 50. g 
(3512) (3501) (2814) (2873) 
Wneer $3,000 Ti 12 a 84 83 Wa: 
: (1859) (1882) (4452) (4455) 
Ogoupation 
Professional, 
Managerial 67 12 3f 84 87 _ §& 
(3007 ) (3024) (1447) (1445) 
Gierical, salee, 
services 68 70 33 74 81 8 
(1923) (1929) (4086) (4082) 
Skilled 70 10 28 78 v1.8 
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Frequent church attendance 
Catholic 23 af 26 80 83 ai 
| (4498) (4503) (6057) (6048) 
Non-Cetholic 68 11 34 63 47 22 
(2574) (2606 ) (81) (81) 
infrequent church attendance 
Catholic 61 13 27 66 GS; swore 
| (646) (637) (733 (741) 
Von-CathoLic 70 s 58 a4 Ci 
(5953) (5968) (64) (66) 
it fe) Should be served in own language in stores and restaurents 
. b) 


French are right in wanting to be served in stores aud xestaurants 
in French . 


(c} Bronch are right in wanting to be served in stores and restaurerts i6 
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Zable 5.15 (continued) 
Percentage of Respondents Whe Think They Should Be Served in 
Their Own Ienguage in Stores and Restauxants, and Who Think 
the French ere Right in Veking a Similar Claim, by Edueation, 
Tneene, Occupation and Religion 


CANADIANS : ariel 195155 ee 
“ = ory ayo 
aiuse tion 
13 + years | 16 33 54. 1g 22 
at (809) (273) (275) 
Bs 12 years 60 12 27 42 9 33 
| 328) (2154) (987) (987) 
Q=}. 7 years 18 28 20 24 24 
(a72) (481) (373) (353) 
Income 
$6,500 or more 60 12 31 4& Oi. me 
(4737) (4439) (426) (426) 
$3,000 = $6,500 54 46 oy ao 47 26 
(41200) (1212) (731) (722) 
Under $3 3,000 . 60 44 24 34 7 7 
(454) (447) (264) (246) 
Occupation . 
Professional, managerial 458 12 34 54 47 a 
(460) (4085) (4090) (460) 
Clerical, sales, 
servicer 60 84 25 j= Be: 14 25 
(199) (525) (579) (490) 
Skilled 53 44 23 3% 3) 
(385) (723) (705 (376) 
Semieskilled, unskilled 58 12 34 55 Ape 2 
. (456) (840) (336) (456) 
Varmex, farm Laborer, 80 ee 15 20 oe = 
(432) (194) (194) (132) 
Religion end Religious 
peectice 
Frequent church attendance 
Catholic 26 ou 26 4 a = 
(1) (204) (387) (294) 
NoneCatholic 6 37 44. 11 o£ 
(670) (673) (368) (372) 
infresguent church CipgauNe: 
Catholic 47 27 38 a 
(sar) (329) (224) (213) 
Non-Catholic 70 10 34 45 ie 3 
2 (4536) (1587) (660) (642) 
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al (a) Should be served in own language in etores and restaurants 
\b) French are right in wenting to be served in stores end reeterrente 
in French 


(ec) French are right in venting to be served in stores end restaurant: 


in French but only in Quebec. 
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giien 6 mais eK 
To ‘hen poopie buy in stores and wiceicheschiets they feel they should 
7 be served in the ie own language, Yet in Conada, heing weidted on 
in another language a6 not an unusual experience, About halt or 
» oy more of the respondents have had thin exp tienee, although it is 
_ Ret one that oseurg: Seo ‘or most of them, Even anong French — 
Canadians whe have the experience moxe then other peopie, lees | 
than helf of them experience i+ often. be 1 foros 


20 Nevertheless French Canadiane feel. more strongly about the 
ay experience than other people do: more of then are bothered by 
ab - the experience, although they do not think that the service 
they receive is poorer much more frequently then do other people, 


3. Prench Ganedians who live im the province of Quebec are less apt 
_ to have had the experience than French Canadians living elsewhere 
n Canadas yet they are bothered by it more frequently than 

| anyon elgo~ almost 3 helf of respondents and they consider 

va a that they get poorer service because of it most frequently —~ 

Pt about one third of them. 

: . | : 

4, French Siencadiils are especially bothered by the experience and 
think the service ‘they receive is poorer if they do net speak 
Eaglish about three querters of them), or speak it with uPrioniy 
(shout halt of them), Speaking Prench with aiffiewlty or not 
epecking it at all does not have a similar effect on the feelings of 

_ wther people. Host of these people remain unbothered by the 

‘a experience, and mist of them do not think it effects the service 

- they recessive SEVRE ERAT s 


The French Canadians who live in the province of Quebee receive 
¥. bait Little support for their elein te be spoken te in French 


in ricci and restaurants even from among those people who might 
) way ee 
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These “people : ave divided in their support. Other 
pee are ‘ovormhelmingly opposed to the clain 
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9. one might conclude from these data that people do not wish to 
7 grant to Prench Canadians something which they would like for 
themselves but they do so becuse the French Canadien claim to 
be spoken te in French ig viewed as an issue in political power 
both in their minds and in the minds of French Canadians, To ; 
: Aig in political action, through government 
Teniaiarits for example, would split Canada, not so much along _ 


Beet | . 
; ss ethnic dines, as along provincial lines with the people of Quebec 
_ distinctly at odds with everyone eles. The evidence suggests 
¥ _ that, if Canada is to remain a political entity a solution to 
"a 


the issue, such as declsions by stores and restaurants thenselve s 
based on their own economic advantage, is more feasible than 
seeking & solution at the political level. 
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CHAPTARE 6 


C 


LARGAGE ET CULTURE 


Au cours de la premiére partle du préseut chapitre, 
nous examinerons Les réactions des divers groupes ethniques du 
Canada & six questions qui leur ont été posées au sujet de la 

so is formation recue dams les écoles canadiennes-Trancaises 
2? sgigioas, au sujet de la qualité du francais et de l'anglais 
parlés par les Canadiens francais et anglais et au sujet des talents 


respective des greupes ethniques canadiens en certains dommines, 


Tl nous paxait intéressant de comparer les réactions 
canadiennes=-frangaises aux réactions canadiemes-~angiaises et. autres 
pour chaeune des questions posées, En effet, savoir en queis termes 
est tenue la formation scolaire donnée dans ume école canadienne 
francaise par un Canadien anglais ou um Canadien aubre et inversement 
savoir en quels termes un Canadien Trangais tiext lea préparation 
obtenve dans une école canadieme-anglaise indiquent le niveau d' ouver 


ture que chague groupe accorde 4 l'autre. 


De meme, s'enquérir de la qualité des langves paricées 
au Canada précise jusqu'a quel point chaque groupe s'aporéelie et 
déprécie son opposé. Enfin, bien qu'affirmer quel groupe ethnigue 
est Le plus talentueux dans ies arts, les sciences et ie Finance soi 
we tache difficile, il demeure qu'il y 2 14 une mesure de la concep 
que ‘chacun se fait de lui-méme et des autres, C'est ce A quoi nous 


nous intéresserons maintenant, 


A) Quelle personne est la mieux prépardée: celle qu 
e fait ses études dans une école canadienne-Trancai se 
ou celle aui a fait ves études dens une ecale 
canadiemne«-snglaise’ 


Notons immédiatement qu'ime plus grande provortien as 
fens intjerrogés aceordent plus de statut aur institutions scoleires 
canadlemes-englaises qu’ aux insti tusions accleirves canadiemes- 
francaises. En effet, 29,35 (4) des personnes interviewées répondent 
qu'on est mieux préparé dans une 6eole canadienne-englaise et 5.40 
réepondent qu'nn eat mieux préparé dans une école camadicane-frencaize. 
Per eomtre, 22.9% des répandants pensent quit n*y @ pas de diffdrence; 
3.4% vépondent que ga dépend de i’ école; 25.6% répondent que elest 
im personne qui fait la différence et enfin 7.2% dea répondants 
affirment quiiis ne le savent pas. En sowme, environ 656 des inter- 
viewés ne ee promencent pas sur le qualité des systemes seclalres 
respectite Ges deux principaux groupes ethniques du pays. 


Parmi les 35% de répondants qui eccordent plus de qualité 
& l'un ou lautre deg systémes scolaires, surtout Les Canadiens 
Fea ckales wT) (12.5%) et les Caradiens de langue franomise (9.93) pensent 
gi'on cat mieux formé dans une école canadienne-fveancaise, ler 
autres groupes n'ont cette opinion que dans des proportions gui 


ge. A dee 
varient de 0,9 & 3,6%. 


Bs C& qui concerne ia préparation cecue dene une insti 
tution scolaire canadieme-angiaise. parmi les Canadiens qui ont une 
opinion sur le sujet, c'est ches les Canadiens anglaia (35.5%) st 
ies Ganadiens de. langue anglaise (29.7%) qu'on observe la plus grande 
prepertion de gens qui eroient que le systéme scolaire canadisn- 
angiais prépare mieux, Cependant, les Canadiens francais ont aussi 
cette opinion dans une proportion de 23.6%, ce qui, relativement 
4% Levy opinien (12.53) A l'endreit de leur propre aystéme acoleire. 
epi une manifestation de dépréciation, Les autres Canadiens qui ont 
me opinion sur la qualité des institutions scolaires vanadiennes« 
angiaiges, ¢roleat dans une proportion de 26.8% qu'on y est mieux 
préparé que dens une deole canadienne~-francaise. 
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(i) Yoir Question 1-52, Tome Ml, Page I-20, 
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Aingi done et. bien que 65). des répondants ue se solent 
pas prononcdés, le systeme scolaire canadien-anglaia apparal+ comme 
mioux eoté gue le sysetéme canadien-franceis, Hn fait, méme les 
Canadiens francais aqui ont répondd & notre question tendent & v 
ayeir cette opinion, 


B) he francaia et l'anglais parlés au Canada sont~-ila 
meilleurs ov non que le Srangaia de France et 
lianglais d’Aneleterre? (1 


Le tableau 6.1 gui suit présente les opinions que les 
divers groaupea ethnigues out & propos des Langues francaise et 
anglaise pexiées respectivement par les Canadiens frencais et les 
Canadiens anglais. 


fel guion peut le constater ia lengue francaise des 
Canadiens frangais est peu eppréciée par les Canadiens d'avtres 
origines: 45,30 des Canadiens anglais et 44.66 des “autres” 
Comadiens qui se sont prononeés ayant ue opinion défavorable sur 
ee parler. le tiers des Canadiens francais euz-mames ont une 
pareilie epinion de leur langue. Par ailieurs, seuls ces derniers 
semblent aecorder au frangais du prestige. 


Tea situation de la lengue anglaise paride par les 
Canadiens arglais est différente. En effet, quel groupe que ce soit 
de 645 & 735 des répondants cangsidérent la langue anglaise soit 
meilieures, g0it aussi borme que celle d‘Angleterre. Parmi les 
eécondants gui la considérent moins bonne, les Canadiens francais 
gout cevx gui proportiounellement ont moins tendence & etre de cet 
avis (18.7 versus 26,8 ches les Canadiens anglais et 25.8 chez 
les autres), Lea Canadiens frangais sont meme proportionellement 
piws vembreux & considérer le frangais moins bon relativement a 
la meme opinion gqu'iis ont aur l'anglais (32.3% versus 18.7%). 
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(4) Veir Questions 1-47 et 1-48, Tome M, page I-18. 
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En réalitée quel que goit le genre de comparaison que 
i'on Zazee, tous. les Canadiens sane égerd A leur groupe ethnicque 
xeppecti£ ont une bonne opinion de la langue anglaise parlée par 
ies Canadiens angiais. Ia langue fraugeise des Canadiens francais 
est quant @ elle assez peu appréciée par les répondants. non france- 
phones, e+ assez fortement dépréciée par tous les répondants, lesa 
Canadiens frangeis y compris quoique & un moindre degré que par les 
autres § pes ethriques, 


¢) Opinions sur certaines aptitudes des Canadiens 
francais et anglais. 
t» Dalent dans le domiine de la misique, de la 
littérature et du théstre? 


A eette question, 57.7% (1) des répondants ne se sent 
pas prononeés. Parmi ceux gui ont une opinion sur le sujet, on 
observe gue les Canadiens franceis sont pergus comme ayant le plus 
de talent par 18.4% des répondants, D'avtre part, 8.3 des répondents 
ent cette opinion & l'endroit des Canadiens anglais et 14.85 & i’endreit 


d'um troisiéme groupe. 


Par ailleurs & L’intérieur de cheque groupe ethnique 
interrogé, on observe que Sewl.s les Canadiens frangais (31.8) ont 
tendance & stattribuer beaucoup de erédit dane les arts et en 
abiribuer beaucoup moins aux autres sroupes. les Canadiens anglais 
sent ples nuancés, iis croient dans des proportions sensiblement 
égetes (environ 12%) que seit les Gamadiens frangsis, soit eux-mémes, 
seit un autre groupe ont plus de talent dane les arts. les autres 
vépondants (enviren 22%) attribuent & un troisiéme groupe plue de 
talent guia tout autres groupe. 
psn ns 


(1) Voir Question 1=49, Tome ll, page W-19 pour tous les pouxcenitz.ges 
mentiounés dans cette section, 
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@. Talent dens les affaires et Is Cipenne? 

Deng une proportion de 48.3% i@s persoumes imtexrogées 
ne se prononeent pas sur les talents dee Canndiens dens le domaine 
des affaires ot de le finance. Par silleurs 35.2% des répondants 
es’ accordent pour penser que cs sont les Canadiens anglais qui sont 
iea mieux doués, les “autres Canadiens recolvent en moyenne 125 
des gullrages pour le talent en affaires, les Canadiens francais 
amsivent oa troisiéme rang (3.65). Ile sont d'autre part les seuls 
& se Oxoire quelque peu douds en finance, tous les autres groupes 
me leur avant aseordé leur faveur que dans une propertion qui ne 
dépasse jamais 3,65 tendis quieux=usmeq oroieat 4 leur talent dthoanss 
i‘affaives dene une propertion de 8.5%, 


Se Talent dane lew setencen? 2) 


Prée de 60% des personnes interviewéas n'ont pag 4! api. 
nien gur ie talent dang lea sciences des divers groupes ethniques Au 
gays. les répondants qui se pronensent, crolent dans ue proportlon 
de 17% que lea Canadiens angleie sont les mieux douds en sciences 
et dens la meme proportion que lee “autres” Canadiens le sent. Tes 
Canadiens francais ne sont ainsi pergqus que dans ume proportion de 5.065. 

Dans des proportions égulvelentes (14.5% et 14.7%) les 
Samadiene francais s'aeeerdent & eux-memes et accordents eux Canediens 
angiais le plus de talent dane lee selencesa. ln ee gui les concerns 
dis sows A vrai dive seuls A se exrcire doués relativement aux suifvaces 
que leur aceordent les autres réperdants, anglais et autres, 


tes Canadiens anglais pensent quills ont le plus de 
talent dans les selences dans ue propertion de 19.1%. Ile pensent 
guiu autre groupe ethmique est plus doudé dans ime propertion de 23). 


(4) Voir Question 1-50, Tome H, page M19, pour tous les pourcentages 
Mentionnés dans cette section. 


(2) ¥oir Question 1-51, Towe M, page I-19. 
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lis le eroient pour Les Canadiens francais dane woe faible prapor- 
jon (1.7%). Tes Ganadiens réagiasent de manidre sensiblement in 
meme que lea Canadiens anglais. 


En récumé, les répondante qui ont astribué un reng aus 
divers groupes ethniques du Canada & prepoe de leur talent soit 
dane ‘les arts, soit les affaires, soit les sciences, sau? s' ile xe 
sont pas canadiens-frangais, ne placent jamaie ees derniers au 
premier rang, En fait, sauf pour les arts ob leurs opinions sont 
plus muencées, ila placent Les Canadiens francais au dernier reng 
et s'attrivuent & eux-mémes ov & um groupe ethnique avire, le prenior 
eu le deuxiéme rang, 


ies Cenadiens frangaia se plecent au premier rang dans 
ies arte, euxemtmes et les Cenediens anglais dang Les sciences et 
jea Cenadiens anglais seuls & ce rang dens les affaires, 


He 


Dans cette seconde partie du présent chapitre, nove 
youdrens préciser si le fait a'stre plecé & tel niveau de la strosture 
sociale, Gu si le fait de vivre ou nen dans un milieu plus homogéne 
au point de vue ethnique ou encore ie fait de vivre au sein duns 
majorite ¢itférente de sol pour se qui resarde l'ethnicité veut avoir 
des effets sur les opinions qu'on tient sur certaines institutions et 


certaiues caractéristiques d'un groupe ethnique aqui n’ eat pase ie sien 


En dautres mote, nous avons remarqué dans la prewidre 
partse de ce chapitre qu'au Canada certains Ganadiens ont des opinions 
particuliéres sur la dangue frangaise des Canadiens frangaia et vice 
"Were, Ces derniers ont leurs opinions gur Ja lansvue anglaise des 
Canadiens anglais. De mame on a des opinions bien définies sur 2s 
formation regue dene les éeoles canadiennes-anglaises, Ces opinions 
varient-clles en fonetion des milieux socio-Sconemiques, ou cncors 
shangent-elies guivant qu'on vit dana 1’ Ouest, l'Ontario, le Québec 
6t les liaritimas? Is prédominance &'un groupe ethnique change-t-ell le 
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ies opinions générales? Te fait de résider jane un entoursze urbain 
o& les contects avec d'autres groupes que le sien peuvent augient 
jranstormmme=-teil la seoncertion que l'en ge fei de le dangue parlée 
ear un Cenedien francais ou de eelle pexlée par un Canadien angiais’ 
Ge fait détermine-t-11 ee qu'on penes des études faites dans une 
ecole cenadieme=francaise ou Canad eme-3n¢1 aise? 


Les wéponges aug diverses questions que nous yenons de 
poser constitusrony le conten de la seeonde partie du présent cha- 
pitre, ous econsidérerong tout a abord juaquia quel point la position, 
seeloeéconamique ou ia place des personnes interrogéss dang la ethyucture 
aociaie influence les opinions qu'elles ent sur la iengue frencaise 
ses Canadiens frangais et les epinions qu'elles ont sur la langus 
anglaise des Canadiens angiais et juequ'dé quel peint elles jouext 
aur les opinions qu'on a de le préparetion regue dans une école 
tanadienne-trangaies relativement A celle obtenus dene une école 
conned Lenne~ansriaine . 


En second iiev nous examinerons soument les fae teurs de 
répidence géographigue peuvent transformer ce qu’on pense des ing 


= 


uvions scolaires des deux principaux groupes ethnigues du Canada 


er 
as 


et ce qu'on pense deg deux lancues officiclies parlées par ces deux 


mewien groupes. Enfin, nous novws demandercns si. ue meilleure connaissance 


Ge l'anglais et du frangeis en oartbiculier fait varier 1’ opinion 
défeverable quien peut evoir de ces Langues . 


2.4 Factveurs Socio-Reonomi ques 
DFR Sd I RENTS p 


D'habitude, on ettribue 2 des facteurs comme le revenu, 
i’ G@ucation et I'eecupation des effets analogues en ce seng que for! 
veliés les uns aux autrere, la concourent tous & finer d'une maniare 
ou d'une autre la situation d'iime persons dans la structure soviala. 
Sa effet, ne doiteon pas s'attendre qu'& ume meilleure formation 
correspondent une meiileure occupation et par suite un meilleur revenn? 
C'est pourquoi novus examinerons corcomitament: Ll! etfs; a@ ces trois 
facteare sur les epinions des personnes interrogées en ce qui concerne: 
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&. les langues frangaise et anglaise paerlées ou Canada par les 
deux principaux groupes ethniques et B, i'effet des memes facteurs 
eur ce quien pense de la préparation données par les écoles 
canadilemes-frangaises et canadilennes-anglaises. 


gue dnglaise 


So Langue Francaise des Canadiens et Tan 


ges Comzdtens anglais 


Ti a déja été observé que l' opinion udésative que les 
personnes interrogées ont du frangaie des Canadiens francais est 
én Lonetion de leur appartenance ethnique, i.e, que si om n'est pas 
canadien-frencais on a proportionneliement plus 1' apinion gue Le 
frangais de ces derniers est moins bon que celui de eee sy 
Sette situstion apparait 1a méme quels que solent les revenus, 


Lisceupation et l'éducation des répondants (voir Tableau 6,24), 


On peut cepenéant constater que chez certains grouves 
ethuiques, le fait d'avoir tel revenu, tel nivean d' dducetion et 
selie oecupation fait verier les propextions de personnes tenant Le 
Srengais d’'iei comme moins boo. En particulier les Canaciene “awtyea 
eyent plus que huit ans de scolazité relativement & ceux qui ont 
moing G@'années d'études, sont en proportion plus nombreux & tenir 
cette opinion, De mame, les utmes répondants (Canadiens “autres”) 
ayant un revenu dépsssent $3,000 par amée et ayant ume meiligiure 
oceupation sont dans cette situation (voir Tableau 6.24). On 
n'observe pas ees changements ches les Canadiens angiaig quel que 
aoit le Lacteur utilisé, 


Liepinion défaverable gue les versemnes interrogées ani 
de l'anglais globalement appareit moins lide & l'appartenance eihnique 
que la meme opinion & propos au fraaceis (voir Tableau 6.28). En 
effet, tous les groupes ethniques, ccempte tenu dea proportions 
aosclues obienues, tlement dane des proportions sensiblement les 
memes cette opinion, 


vests A, 


(1) Voix Tableau 6.1, page 


yr bx s pegeal, | Jia ah <i 


P pugs na Jy 
» *. are @ 

g ie (bebe; 

ee 


iad as ies) 


- 
wu 2 iv 7 A 
'. ie! , 
om | 
} f 
} ao FT "is 


Soa PARC KS aight 


Se 
_— 7 ¢ 
Feira uch disgd> of 


Tableau 6.2A 
Se ie uae nee eared 


“4 


¢ a aie ah - Ne: “aia oe “ i a ed OE oe ted ouayi 
Opinion Defavorable cur le Francais en Fonetiox 


du Revenu, de l'*Education et de i'Oceupation 


aire 


Franceis des CA, Cele CANADIENS 
Ceuadiens francais 
ast moins bon - "9 oS 6 Gy 
Revena 
$2,999 et moing 65.9 33.8 54,3 47.4 
| (4362) (4407) (239) (791) 
Os OO 365499 62.4 34.3 pt 10,5 
(2548) (2743) (831) (542 
S6,500 et plis 65.5 37.0 55.8 69.5 
. (2289) (4034) (813) (292) 
Beuention 
O = 7 ange 63.9 29.0% 42.4 y 49.4 
(943) (2713) (290) (236 
& » 12 ans 63.2 26.4 57 4 7322 
(5296) (2342) (1522) (706) 
13 ane et plus Gig 31 6 45.9 67.2 
(1737) (743) (708) (20. 
Decupa tion | 
Inférieure 64.4 34.5 44,7 
(4697) (1969) (595 ) 
Liovyenme-inférieure 6525 32 04 48, | (952 
(4531) (1694) (545) 
Vevenne 62,8 396% 64.0 oS 
(1436) (4039) (382' 144 
Supérieure Sf oS 44,0 5504 65.3 
(2492) (1379) (876) (340) 
Fermier 64.0 27.65 65.7 55. 


{ 745) ( 607) (408) ( 60) 


OTOL EDIT ENOL LITE ILA SOND SE LL ETO LTE DI TD IIIT IDE CONE CII LICE INT EN OI A AER UENCE Ie HeetnisScetenatinge asa as ttle tata tinh 


Tableau 6.28 


Ovinion Défevorehle cur LiAnglaie en Fonchion 


du Revenu, de Ll'Education et de L'Occupation 


Anglais den 
Canadiens anglais 
est modus bon 


RTA IT tet 8 AD TOON I 


Keven 
TEV Ke 


$2,999 et moing 
§3,000 «= $6,499 


$6,500 et plus 


Révention 
QUELLE DEIR SOF 


O- 7 eng 
G& «» 72 ang 


43 ane et plus 


Teese 5 a 
Sewupation 


Inférieurs 


Movenne-inférieure 


Toyenne 


Supérieure 


Fermier 


420 


¢) ok ry ¢ me oe GAMADTENS CAAT TY 
AUTRE 
4 - % i 
26. 25.2 18.2 33,2 
(4740) (9974) (42% ( 
0.0 25 7 47.8 “ee 
(3277) (2372) (4089) ( 
29,8 47 o4 2064 50.2 
(2823) {a86) (4052) 
Cle 2365 144 4 
(4235) (2209) (446) 
20.4 20,5 S151 32 
(6866 ) (2885) (4948) 
29.07 30,0 418.3 25,9 
(1928) (677) (769) 
28.3 22.8 47,8 206! 
(2285) (1633) (747) 
Su» 21.6 ro ae 30.69 
(4962) (7432) (659) ( 
2836 25.6 » BBE 
(1826) (913) (427) 

3104 2501 Zot 42 
(2866 ) (1227) (4005) 
2209 j 1463 “9 $29 

(41059) (509) (192 


Gu nichgerve A peu prés pas de yarietions eutre 1 


eo 


diverse groupes de Canadiens engiais, seit quiils alent plus ou 
moine diinetruetion, seit qu'iils alext piue ou moins de revenus, 


eoit eu’ils atent ou nen une meilleure occupation. 


Las Cansdiensg 


fzengeis plus instruits (13 ans et plus a'étude) dans uae plus gronie 
propertion davis que L'angleis parlé par les Canadiens augleis 


moins bon relativement & ceux parmi eux qui ont moins de 15 ang ds 


seolarité. 
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PAVERASS SUR Quai gagnent moine de $2,999. zent en proportion 
plus mombrens & avoir ue opinion défeverable de l'anciais Ue 
VOuk (Ui gagnent annusilement plus de $2,999, i eceupstion np 
veaisenblasiement pag d'effet eauf ches lex fermiere (voir 
Tableau 6.28). 

i’ édueation et Lisacupation ont ches les Comet ous 
“autrar des effete dur les opiniens guicn tient sur l'anglais, 
De Tegon géeérale chez ee eroupe de répondants plus on est instroi: 
ou Cdugué, properiionnellement pius on dépréeiera i’ ancieiz. 


Chague soug-groupe de nivesn a! instruction, ou ge niveai: 
de reveau, ou de wivean ceeupatiennel deus quelque groupe ethnigue 
que ¢e soit, ne tient eependant pas gon opinion défaverabie de 
iangiais & wm meme degré, En effet, remarquane gue properticonnellement 
plus de Cevadiong angieis et franceia qui ont moing de 7 ans a° 4tavles 
relativement & ceux des mémes sous-groupes des Canadiens et des autres, 
vont devyig gue Liengiais eat moine bien perlé iei quien Ancieterrs. 
De wane Lee Canadiens francais et les Canadiens qui ont de 8 8 12 ans 
a’ ésudes sont en propertien moins rowbreur que les Canedlene angiaixz 
st mitres & percevelr L'angleis moing bon, anfin, parwh ceux gud. ont 
13 one et plus de seolarité, geuls les Canadiens sans alléseance 
ethnigue trojent dans me plus petite proportion que L'austain est 
moins bon, Aiusi donc, les facteurs de statat social tenus constanks. 
ii epparale que les meues sove-groupes de niveau occupa blero... 
Sducstiomel et de revenu ne céagispent prs de la mame facon dane 
cheeun des groupes ethniques interrogés pour ce qui regarde 1’ antni.on 
que i’engiais de Canadiens anglais est moins bon, Clest donc que 
i@ Tacteur ethnique influence cette opinion tel que cela avait dé 
observé pour ja méme opinies A i'endrodt au frenceis des Cauadiens 
fveangais., {1 convient cepenéant de jie reanpeler, L'écart entre 
ies divers sous-greupes n'a pes Llimpertance qulil a pour la Janzus 
trangeise et les proportions absolues sont elles-mémes veacvun 
BOF élerées gue pour i’ opinion so le francais (voir Tableaux 
6.28 et 6.2B). 


So Guetitc 22 ia Form tion Reque dans les Ecoles cangdionnen- 
iuangetres et enplaizes 

tenir pour avis quien est wiews formé dang ue ceole 
canetienne-<frangaise reléve de L’appertenances ethnique beaucoup 
sius que des facteurs: éducation, reverma et ecevpation, En feit. 
voir Tableau 6.3) eeuls les Canadiens frongais ie pense ot 
asia qusie que selent lew revem, leur éducaiion, lew oveupstien, 
i) inverse eat vrai pour tous les autres groupes interrogée et zou 
les memes conditions, 


Penger qu'on ea5 mieux fermé dans unas deole cansdieme- 
anglaise ootient um plus important accord chez tous les Censdiens 
invermogés, Les Canadiens anglais 2 niveau d'instruetion dgal le 
cveyant davantage que les eutres Genediens. Cependant, ies 
Canadiens fvengais sont heauceup meine de cet avis & niveau 4’ dastruc. 
thea égal, 4 niveau de zevenn égal et & niveau d'eceupation égal, On 
obavxve aussi ces differences entxe Ise proportions optemes pax 
Ghaque guusegroupe Ce Canadiens, Chee les “autres” Canadiens. Le 
fait nlest observable que pow le seus=groupe dv plus hark status 
social (voir Tableau 6.3). 


in résumé, bien qu'il y alt certaines variations & 
i intérieur de chaque groupe ethnique interresé (ches 2es "eutres"” 
GCemndlexus plue partiouwliéreuent), et que ies répondenta & xtainrs 
encial. plus dievé (les Canadiens SRgLeas Mg & part) aient tendance 
4 réagir de meme, ii spparalt somme toute gue le facteure ethnicque 
demine gussl gur L'apinion qu'on recoit ume meilieurs formation dans 


une €cole cenadierme-anglaisc, 
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Opinion sur la Formation reque dans les Ecoles Canadiemesa 


frangaises et angiaises en Fonetion du Revenu, de l'Education 


et de L'Oceupation 
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® Gpinions gu’on tient A divers propos peuvent varier 
selon que l'on vit dane une région ou l'autre du Canada, dans um 
comté & prédominance ethnique francaise. sugleise ou artre. C* amt 
ce que nous voudrons examiner dans cette section A propos de ce 
mie l'on pense de l'anglais et du frangais parlés an Canada et A 
propos de tla formation regue dann les écoles canadlennern«francaises 
et augiaises. 


A, langue Frengsive des Canadiens franc ia et Langue Ang} Sise des 


Canadiens anglais 


Le meme fait fondamentel d¢j& observé 4 1! enavoit du 
fvengais, A savoir gu'u Port contingent de répondants, les france 


phones mis & part, ecroient qu'il est moins ben que celui de France P 
demaure quelle que soit la région chservée, C'est ume opinion out 
varie en général pour chaque région au pays quel que soit le groupe 
ethnique. En réalité, une seule variation mérite a’Stre sic anal ce 
4es "Canadiens" du Québec et de l'Ontario tendent & se rapprocher 
quent & la proportion des Canadieus francais, | 


io 


he consensus deg personnes interrogées 3 propos de isa 
langue angiaise est davantage remarguable en ce seng que tous les 
répondants sans exception tendent dang des proportions sensi blement; 


les memes & dénrécier 2 anglais, 


Cependant um fait doit etre noté, les Canadiene francais 
de i’Ontario et des Prairies et les Canadiens des mémes ; régious dépré 
ajent reletivement moins l’angiaia parlé au Canada que les Canediexn 
anglais et “autres” des memes régions, Ce 

SUsCrovpes sont marginaux, tele les fexmiers chez ces acur an 
ethniques (voir Tableau 6, 2B) et nous semblent se recouper ici Ses 


ia& ascule explication plaugible que nous pouvona donner au phénomeéne, 
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le fait de vivre dens un comté & majorité ethnique vordeise 
influense i'opinion défavorahle & i'endroit du frangais teue per 
certains groupes ethniques-interregés, in peiticulier chez les 
Cenatiens anglais, vivre dans un comté 4 majorité francaise ou A 
majoraté "gutret entraine une chute de la proportion de réponses 
dcfaverables relativement & la proportion de réponses obtenues pour 
les comsés & majorité anglaise ov sans majorité, Pour les Cenadiens 
Vaxtres" et les Canadiens sans aliégeance ethnique, le méme phénombuc 
est A noter. Chez les Canadiens frangaisssevls, le fait de vivre dans 
un comte sans majorité précise entraine ue augmentation de L’attitude 
défeverable sur le frangaie (voir Tableau 6.4). 


Opinion Défavorahle sur le Prencais et L'Anglais 
in Penetion de la Gompesition Ethnique des Comtés 


ARNE RYE EY TN Pe iI ESET IE, 


7 oa GB aa ea 
Comté a hielo cmecile oatigieed hanstatioee eee eae 
majorite Fran. Anse Prane Ade Brane An Fyven= 

gais gials gais: glais cais. glaise cais 
ie "2 % (0 9 2 Gf 
Anugiaise 62.9 5155 ys: Aes) 20.67 yaaa f | 3506 60 0 ‘anes 
(4545)... (5407). (434) (426). (416) (545) (4206) | 
Francaise 9309 | 2249 31.8 2402 8666523 = 5009 = 444 2368 
(453) (521) (5254) (4345) (444) (462) (280) | 
Autre 54,0 a 25 pa 4:6 55,4 : So0 5¢ : . ; 
(428) (520) ( 47) ( 56)- (65) - (437) (434) { 
Sans majorité 64,3 26,1 42.3 16.3 5645 26 06 AT 48 
(2882) (3785) (4052) (960) (549) (706) (942) 
(1) 


Par ailleurs les memes sous-groupes de coniés ont 
un comportement qui différe quei que soit Le groupe ethnigue observé 
Gest donc que le facteur ethnique maintient son influence mlgiré le 
facteur majorite ethiique du comté (voir Tableau 6.4). 
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Netons aussi que le fait de vivre dans un comié 4 majorité 
angiaise @ dane teus les groupes ethniques un effet partieulibreront 
fort, Ce phénoméne confirme l'importance de l'appartenance ethaique 
comme Yaeteur déterminans de 1l'opinion qui nove intéresase. (voir 


Tableau 6.4).~ 


ie fait de vivre dans un comtéd & uajorité "autre" pravoque 
cher tous lee répoendants sans égard & lever groupe ethmique reapecti? 
un atfeiesement de la proportion de personnes tenant le francais 
goume moins bon (voir Tableau 6.4)q et ga, relativerient aux proportions 
obbenues pour les autres sous-groupss de comtés. Ce dernier phénomine 
ajouté & ceux déj& remarguds indique que l'entourage etimiqus ct 
vreiseunleblement la pessibilité d'augmentation des contacts avec tas 
auives groupes eteniques entraine le fléchissement de 1’ epinion 
négative que l'on tient 2 ltendroit de la langue franenise, 


ié majorite ethnique des comtés de résidence des vépon- 
dance A gussl wi effet aur 1' opinion négative qu'on a de Langlais, 
Cet effet se feit particulitrement sentir dang les comtés A wajorite 
de Canadiens autres, chez les répondants canadiens=franuceia “sutres" 
et “Camadiens". Toutes les autres différences qu'on pourrait rewerquer 
dépandent de Liappartenance etimique. (voir Tableau 6.4). 
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Le fecteur région a des effets sur L'ecpinion @ulon ex: 
mleux préparé Gans une Gcole francaiae dens les Maritimes et jie 
Québee si on est un Canadien san allégeance ethnique. Cet effet 
eet & peu prés nul chee tous lee autres groupes ethnieuee interrozés, 
En fett & sous~groupes régionkux égnux, on econstate dea différences 
importentes que geule L' appastenence ethnigue peut expliquer. (voi 
Tableau F222) % (1) 


Pk CR BAM SRO ET bose RCL IRIE AS EAI RES I NTO TERI TEE Sa 
\ 
f 4 \ 


\1) »Tome. IIT. 


he i’ Ry. _ oa a 


_ 7 ' ' _ 
wii st sae teh ae o rea 
 owabrroguy £ 99. os 


Cuides  Tep porte 


WO pal ane eryiy of tidt wl © Cl 


| 
oI & bregt ease etunbsoght 99h mit toe 


» 
; ¢ 


; ar = 

oh goktacacuq ef ob tammsentalia a 
oe 7 

0 Manigal zhov 4 asta 2mm 


ar 


| Ja Lacteur région a des effets sur 1’ opinion qu'on est 
wicwux préperé dans une éeole canadieme-angleise chez tous les 
groupes ethniques interregés, Ces effets sont cependant propres 
® ehaque groupe ethnique. Ainsi, les Canadiens anglais du Québec, 
de L'Ontario et des Prairies le pensent proportiomellewent pilus 
que ceux des Maritimes. les Canadiens francais du Guébee le erojent 
plue que ceus des autres régions; les Canadians de 2’ Ontario liatfirwent 
plus que ceux des autres parties du pays et les “autres” des Maxitines 
et des Prairies relativenent Plus que ceux du Québec et de 1’ Cxriaric. 
(votr Tableau 222), 6" 


Par contre le facteur ethnique apparalt comme ayant des 
effets, lea répondants de chaque rérion accordant leur préférence & 
la formation dennge dans les deciles canadienmes-agngiaises de manibyas 
fort diverses. (voir Tableau 1.997), 


En some les variations des effets de la région n!’ eyent 
pas toute la meme direction, et le facteur ethnique meinterant ses 
etfete, i] apparalt que ce dernier est celui gui prédomine d/autan: 
plus que les régions du pays se dtvizent ellee=mémes en fonetion de 
4 ethnicli ¢é, 


Crest dailieurg ce que econfixrme le facteur eonpositian 
esbnique dees coutés des cépendants, En effet, si on ebrerve ates 
i opbaien quien eat mleux préparé dans une école cansdienne-Trangaise 
at pow I" opinion que e'est dans une éeole canadienne-gnziaise qu! on 
est miews formé, des différences selon les Bajoritésa ethniques des 
comtes, ii reste surtout qu'a comté du méme type les réeetions se 
diversifient., In effet, pour la premiére opinion (formetion 
esnadienne-franceise) tous Les répordants se lient semble-teil cor 
ice Cansdiens francais pour aporécler en petit nombre cette formation 
eG pour la seconde opinion (formation canadienne-angiaisy ) les 
Vanadiens trangais de quelcues régions que ce solent se réunissent 
pour apprécier proportionnellement moins la formation Jlommée dene 
les écoles cenadiennes-engl aises. (Voir Tableau 6.5) 
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Jableau 6.5 
Opisxion sur in Formation Reeue dans lea Ecoles 
eanadiennes=fvangaises et anginises en Fenction 
de la Composition Ethnigque des Combés 
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2.5 Facteure Coumnissance de 1’ Autre _Lanene 


© edhe CoP, CANADIENS CANADIENS AUIRE 
Camposition Meilieure Meiileure Ueilleuxs Meilieure 
echnique formation Fornetion Formation wn EBB ON 
a Eeole  Eeele Ecole Ecole Beole Beole Ecole leol 
tie JOLLGE Cole CoB. cof. GoBo Gof. CoBe c.f « ae 
e fe 2 # Phin sd a eee 
Anglaise 24 th 1538 1335 7.80 34.4 ao4 36 a 
(5369) (443) (497) (4394) 
Francaizs 0 a 1269 2661 464 27.0 58 26 of 
(504 (5453) (448) (310) 
Autre O.4 44.5 10.0 tat 050.9 34.3 0.0 25 
(527) (60) (137) (251) 
Sana majorité 2.9 oo 1301 22.4 6.{ 28,5 0.7 26 
(3839 (1066) (689) (1288) 


le fait de parler le francais sens diffieulté peur tous 


ies répondents von canadiens-frangais produit um effet remerquable 


Vepiniern défaverable quiils peuvent avoir du francaia, En effet, 


"a 


tis 


on observe que les personnes interviewées qui possédent i*habilesé 

de s'exprimer facilement en francais prétendent proportiounelienant mi 
moins gue Le frangeis des Canadiens francais est moins bon que celui 
de france, (Voir Tableau 6.6), 


Cette situeiion peut @tre aussi rewarguée pour ce Qui. 
regerde L'opinien défaverable qu'on a de l’angiais ches les répondants 


Gui se somt définis “Canadiens francais e+ Canadiens "Autres", 
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Opinion Défevorable sur le Francais et L)Ancleis 
En Fonetion de ls Comaissance de L'Autre Langue 


is ee oes Se ee 
Shi Cv. CANADIENS CANADIENS 
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fe j2 fe ie 
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Pavler Je francais 
wans diftfieul té 47.65 9.6 . 
(427) (376) (412) 


aus Lowe ditievlsé 64,8 A 50.4 . 1.8 
(1297) (475) (277) 


beauccup de 


ditticuLteé 5061 ama 52,0 58,3 
(4370) (397) (439) 

vas du tout 63.9 exes 54.09 66.7 
{5007) (4253) (509 


Parlier Langlais 
sans diffieulté aos 96f 16.8 406 


(4972) (369) (454 
gqusleue aiffvieulLté ee 24.5 : 2441 36.7 
(1668) (506) (297 
beaucoup de . . 
ditfieulté ent 20.2 26.6 51.2 
pas du tout tions Zi eQ ‘ 1507 34,9 
(4279) (1756) (762) 


_ SONCLUS TOW 


Dene co thaplire it a été principalement ebserré que 
iss opinkons tenues sur ia formation regue dans les écoleg cacadiennss 
frangaises relativement & cells obtenus dans leg éeoles aanadiennes.- 
angiaises eb vice-versa, élaiens principalement reliées & 1’ epoartenance 
eshnigue. En fait. 65% des répondante ne se prononcar 
question et parm covx gui pertent un jugement veu eteribud du stata 
aux écoley cansdienner-frangaises, Enfin, le facteurs ethnique 


mpinteru constant, i1 niapparait pas que le stetut sec tai, ja région, 
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persomes: Fr itenatendee ne s'étant - pas stearic Le fecteur 
comeiesence de l'autre langue (parler eaus difMoulté le francais 
ow iengiais) preduit cenendant des effets sur 128 opinions de sews 
qui em ont: ceux qui aent dane eette situation tendent A moine 
dépedoier Le francais cu 2aengioia. 


. 


ese i weWs 
OTE Nes eo f 
rv A Up own 


gin a i 
Duke hats DY 2%: 4 


CEAPTER 7 


AND COMPLATITS OF ETENTC GROUFS 
IN CANADA | 


4 crucial aspeet of interaction between ethnic groups 
is their dialogue —— the influence which it is proper 
for each one to heve ont. i: 
re a whi¢h in the course of Jiying be hey 
| : LES Oi ONE. Bers This arene econ underer tanding and. 

nisunderstanding, It conteins the sesds of stability and of 
change in interethnic relations, Beeause of this we feel that: 
to know ahout this dialogue may help to evaluate the king of 
interethnic relations which exist et a given time in a given 
society. Our purpose is te Lleok at the evaluations which ve 
nake_of 
in the political affairs of doo the demands of French Gana LBYiz, 
‘End their feelings about the future of the relations between the 


two groups. We will exemine if these eveluations differ depending 
on whether peeple identify as Bnelish Canadians, French alae 


Canadians or as members of other groups, 


eramine whether or net the evaluat 


In addition, we will 

ens whith people of the various 
ethnic groups make depend on their positions in the social structure, 
the age-group to which they belong, their econteets with other ethnic 
communities and the social characteristics of the areas in which 

they live. 


| We are interested in the approval or disapprove of the 
avtempts of English and Prench Canadiens te gain political power ix 
venade, and of the 
= with the optimisn or pessinian regarding the future of the relations 
: between theese groups. 
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Evaluation of ‘the Behavior of Ethnic Groups 


The Lemues on which people were asked to express their 
feelings of approval or disapproval are subjects of great sonterna 
for ethuie groups. They have to do with the distribution of 
political influence between them. We expect that on these iesuec,. 
if ethnicity counts at all, people will be mere prone to stand 
with their own ethnie groups then against them. At the sane + ime, 
We GanMiet antieipate the degree te which the expregsion of approval. 
and of dleapproval toward English Canadiens and French Canadians 
depend on ethnieity. We cemnot guees, in other words, the extent 
to whieh members of a given group compared to people of other 
ethic groups approve of the attempts on the part of their own group 
ta gain political influence in Canada, 


ici Jeluetions of Imgiish Canedion Political influence 
Do English Canadians, French Ganediens or "Others" 
differ in their evaluations of the political influence of English 


Canadians? 


We obsexve that French Canadians are much more proue 
than are people of other ethnic groups 40 feel that English 
Cavadiens try to gain too much political influence in Cemadas 48.0% 
of French Canadians think S50 compared to 15.5% among English Ganediang 
and 17.5% of Others. Among Canadians whose language is English. 
French ov neither English nor French the percentages who feel that 
Suglish Canadians try io gain too mich influence are respectively 
IdoT, 25.3% and 23.6%. Ethnicity makes a difference im the way 
peopie neact to English Canadian political influence. Ienguage 
makes & ditference ag well among Canadians, 
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Table 7.4 
Reactions to the Political Influence of 


English Canadiens, by Ethnicity 
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EG, Fo _ CANADIANS OfHERS 
a #, Others 
% % % % % 
Daa lb dekstop tdinsicpan cdi d ecnpcaloaciaaegnle el vaaseharitoceah abdul che miaieaierie €or taser eam mi avineimslanvirlneavabantladliietes 
Engiish Canadians are 
trying to gein too 49.5 &BeO i le Of 2565 2526 25.04 


much political influence 
(17170) (7054) (3082) (182) (237) (4693) 
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While we find that French Canadiens react much unlike 
other ethnie groups, it is quite imtereating to note that of alll 
groups they are the ones with the strongest disagreement on cha issue 
of whether or not English Canadiens try to gain too mich influense. 
While 48.0% of French Canadians disapprove of the attempts of Euclish 
Canadians to increase their political influence, 52.0% of them do 
not expresa this view. There is mich less disagreement in ctiher 
ethnic greups. Among Englieh Canadians and Canadiens of English 
lensuese, especially, the buik of people do not feel that the 
Engliah try to gain too much political influence, 


i.2 Evalustions of French Canadien Political Influence 


Ag fer as the political infiuence of French Canadians is 
concered, we observe that French Canadians are much Less prone thas 
gre people of other ethnic groups to feel that they themselves tay 
to goin too much political influence: 16.7% of French Canadians corvared 
to 57.3% of English Canadians and 52.6% among "Others" feel timt 
French Cenadiangs try to gain tou much political influence. ‘The 
striking think about these percentages is that it is the reversal of 
whet we found coneerning the political influence of English Canadians: 
about helf of the Prench think the English try to gain too mich 
political influence; about hal? the Engliah think the sere shout 
the French, Neither greup is very likely to think so about ites Le, 


R 
Oo thsi? mt nie. k 
a © . > ee ol 
= rs ny x 
= ee - I . 
: Ps ; 
Cc oo 
Seow s.! : eS =a 


7 t * f ih 
P ‘ > - 
- —_— 7 - = ° - — 
y - 
- P mm} 
o a a - é « 
e % * 
BY « 4 , < 
{ “wr 5 of mn > j 
- v “¥ = -2 
p~ r o rn : } 
. 4 ae ee ; 
me ‘ " 
: 4 - 
7 
. : « . 
t 
. 
“* 
' ’ ¢ 
. 
7 
Jud 
¢ 
Fr 
: U 
* ’ ~~ ~ FP. 
Lid 
fF é 
? 4 + 
= 2s = 1 
ate é “ee 
} > ~ a 
\ 
a" / J ‘ 
. , 
\ i; j < S 
4 & od 
a; ei a 


es Cycrte? hub dria ig oF 
tro sadie Li Lo) ake Pe 


- 
— a eas meres 7 


j (iS *iow fries. ydonee ls teak 
: S T:- 


=F 


ue. & 9 ji oF yfodri-yvr el gidta saerad aise 
7 


Table 7.2 


Reactions to the Political Influence 
of French Cansdiens, by Ethnicity 
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OTHERS 


BSG; Fale me, HAMAD IANS 
E. F. aie re 
% % % fe I 


Freuch Canidians axe 
trying to gain too mich ST ed 16.7 56.6 15.4 42,2 


poLitieal influence 
(14464) (7042) (3082) (182) (237) 
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It is wrth noticing, finally, that English Canadians, 
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NTE LINE A NOTA te RRR a Hin seen 


Canadians of English danguage and "Others" ara far from haying reached 


unanimity on the political influence of French Cansdiens. Among 


gli 
Canedious, for instanee, 57.3% feel that French Canadians try to pai 


Plicted 


Soo much political influence, but 42.7% de not express this view, Thi 
i fex from a consensus, We find the same division of Opinions amor 


Canaliens of English danguage and Others. On the other hand, there 
& great deal of consensus anong French Genadians and Canadians of 
Yrench language: most of them feel that French Canadians do nos 
tO gain too meh influence in the political affairs of Canaia. 


4 o. “valuations of French Canadian Demands 
as SESE MLNS ORI DI AILS EIS A 


- We have prepribed the es of varlous ethnic group; 
Ve now turn to their feelings towerds the demande and the riba nee 
of French Canadians. Do these feelings diffex from one etlucic group 
tO the other and in what measure? 
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French Canadians are mich lesa prone than are respondents 


of other ethnic groups to feel that French Canadians ask the reat of 
Canada for wore then they have a right to expects 16.0% gompayod to 
60.5% among Buglish Canadians, English Canadisns are mors iikely to 
tee ay 5 of French Canadien. demands than the "0 Shera" oxe 
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Zable 1.3 


Reactions te the Demands of French 
Canadiens, by Btunicity 


SE ARN TN AE TER AM A 


Set © ir ty CANADIANS OTP t te 
Ee F Others 
ine! js eu ae f 
Drench Canadiens are 
agking the reet of Canada 60.5 16.0 Sf .0° 414.3 54.7 tee 
for more then what they 
have a right to expect (47470) (7054) (3082) (482) (237) (1695 


etna 2am aver 


While the proportions of English Canadians and "Others 
vino feel that French Caeradiens ask for too weh are fairly high, 
there are oevertheless lerge fractions of these groups whe do not 
express this view. Among “Others the proportion of people whe do 
Dey express the view that French Canadiana ask fer more than they 
heve a might te expect is 48.9%: the corresponding proportion is 
59.05% among Englieh Canadians, In turn 84.0% of the Freuch Genadion 
respoudents feel that French Canadiens ask for no more than they have a 
rigot +o expect, 


The respondents were asked whether or not French Canesians 
susuld expect to be treated Like any other minority group in Canada, 
The answers tO this question can provide an indiestion of the feelings 
concerning the proper place of French Cazedians in Canadian society 
“ww oO issue which is at the heart of many demands of Franch Canadians. 


Table 7.4 ghowas that the proportions of French Canadians 
who feel that French Canadinns should expect to be treated like any 
other Minority group are ewalier than are the proportions of respondents 
of other ethnic graips whe express the same view, In addition, we 
obecxve that among English Canadians and “Others” the proporticus 
of resoondents who feel that French Canadians sheuld be treated 
iike any other minority group are about the sane, 


RE EEE PES ORD SOLON PANE EIN AE ALN, ARIANA AR AI se me “ 


it 2 eet Tt ee 
dT; (overt Fooqxe oF Sagcy a 


. . a a — 
n ¥ wr eta . f 
p ~ ) i as te ¢ pat > of a 
* A 
2 \ 
% ) é 3 vd 
£ A 
+ gaff sie y 
- ™ 
4) a 
on _ -_ =% 
a 
~., - ~ . 
' » 
? ‘ 
Oe f re 
iw A dé ~ eee ee ee a ee 
< 
» . 
xieaeTt eis 
he eee ao - _" , 
“ is ov) LeISaty 2G. Ov) 7 Are : 
- 1’ 
; ot — ae 
~ Pa 3 , - ‘ oe ~ < YS en vineyhkrey 
id nan moffaauo aids oF- aceweree ieee 
is ‘ : i 
, 7 
i. _ os . eas , 4 “) . ma vt Pree 2 
~ 1.2). , a h ite \ ‘= i" ae wa i ths ses AD) : ‘S 
- 1 ° 
, - 7 fy 
Ske - * o. wit ab 
} €oii' fame J 8 a wf Bi op P eels _* b— | 1a ee 
= 
r a.) rin ~ 
’ a wld ihe 


- io in = a ad / 
s; tonces Sty ecnrhexsD) ddiet vaor 7 
oxy oi 3 wt teliama one qwots > pa bxteeh 
7 4 — * — * — - 
7 «swety site os: aicae of eqingy okmlig tert e: 
¥ _ 
. ‘woah it iv vant Sons crathare) tej Far 1 aeons peri art + 
ed Dinede enter?) oasis. Jagr ioek Looall ainsi * bi. 
: seas ady dsods sre worn: tixocks, want ¢ we . ei 
=f a>”. 
‘ 


* 
14 


r 


Belov a Gg ww CANADIANS OO. OTHERS 


f . me ae : E. F, Others ay at as 

; eens Chiodiane should | ; | he ae 
7 bo treated like. eny <' 66.6 . 56.2 62.7 40 of See 68 oD - me 
other minority group Av Min ! Airs Vi 

Rie (11168) (7050) (3082) (482) (237) (4693) 


It _is interestin to note that 56.2% of the French 
3 Ba: guid _be treated like any other minority 
‘cup. Sheuld this be understood to mean that those French 


Cane 4A08 + 
=e | ould accept a status involving less rights? Probably not. Motice 
sss that the question assumes that French Canadians are a mincrity. 
: 4 el : It eould be that rather then to question this assumption French ee 
- | Canadian respondents have preferred to take it for granted. When es 
EUS: _ they say, then, that Freneh Canadians should expect to be treated met 
ee 


_ n £ Like any other minority, it would mean With the full recogni tion 
. Of their rights. 
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. There if an even more Petes sie question, Within each ; 
” ethnie group there are feixvly large proportions of people who do ~o Se 
snot feel that French Canadians should be treated Like any other | 

rev minority group, These proportions are 41% among French Canadiens — | “ 

_-—i“ws and respectively 33%, and 32% among English Canadians and "Others". atl 
= 7 oe these people feel thet French Cansdians Geserve special privil eges Sty -* 

| ne or do they feel that they showld have less than other minori ties’ ? Seg + 

. 2 A 


Beeneh, Canadians accompany their demands with coupleints. 
Who: is +o be blamed for what French Canadiens complain about? Are _ 


| Senn 
ee - ey to be blamed themselves? Do the feelings of respondents of Co , 
: re — varLon 2 eee. ee differ on this aca on? As it was OS ri ee a 
ion is dimsopaed later on in this chapter, Other eo 2 
pentane, more detailed indications on the reactions Wie oti 
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be expected, they de: 77.6% of English Ganadiane feel that whet 
the Preneh complain about is mostly their own fault, while 59.1% 
of French Canadians feel this way. The “Others" stand in hetween 
these two groups. Table 7.5 shows, Pinslly that there is littis 
agreement among French Canadians as to where to place the blame: 
59.4% of French Canadians feel they are te be blamed for what they 
eouplain abowt, but 40.9% of them feel that they are not to be 
Diamed, Among English Canadians and to some extent among "Others" 
there is a great deal more agreement in putting the blame on 
Prench Canadians. 


Table 7.9 
Opinion about the Complaints of 
Frenush Cemadcians by Ethnieiltiy 
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Syencth Canadians are wrong 


in putting the blame on ae Fae 
others, because what taey 1.6 @ 59.V 1625 5807 59.29 
—— 


complain about is moatly 


their om. fault (14170) (7050) (3082) (482) (237) 


Ave people optimistic concerning the fuhuwe of the 
relations between English Canadians and French Canedians? Does 
optimien vary from one ethnic group to the othex? We find thet the 
disagreement which, on a vange of issues, exists gmong ethnic groups 
and particularly between French Canadiens end Canadians of French 
lenguage end all. other groups coexists with a good deal of optimian 
about English-French relations. 


52.2% of people of all ethnic groups feel that in five 
or six years the relations between English Canadians and Trench 
anadiong will get better than they are now. 
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Table roo 


Expectencies Concerning English-French 
Relations by Ethnicity 


Bs % - ss herg . 
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English-French relations eae 
= 49.5 5969 49.5 67.5 3404 4504 


Wilk get better 
(41164) (7054) (3082) (182) (237) (4693) 
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Table 7.6 shows that optimism is stronger among FProench 
Canadiens then it is among other etimic groups: 59.9% ocnpared ie th 
49.5% and 43.6% among English Canadians and"Others" respectively. S. 


EL 


Veriations jn the Evalue pions of Ethuic Behavior 
2 2. 2 ; * % “ '@ 
Within Each Ethnic Group 


Do the evaluations of the attempts of Eaglish and French 
to gain politiesl ingluence, the reactions to Drench Canadian 
demands, and the expectancies regarding EugiisheSreuch redation 
depend on the positions which people of the various sthuic groups 
oceupy in the social structure? Do the young and the oid differ 
in their evaluations and attitudes? Does contact with members of 
other ethnie groups have consequences on one's views end feelings? 
Dees it make a difference if people Live in different regions of 
Caunda or if they live in areas where their own ethnic group or 
another ethmie group is in a position of mmerical dominance? 


mepemebae: 


(4) There are amall prevoriions of people in each ethaie group who 
feel that English-French relations will get werse, See Tome li, 


Question 306. Po M78, 
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fed... woraeeions Within Each Ethnic Group by Education end incense 
The interests which people have depend a great deal 
on the positions which they oceupy in the social structure, People 
who are located at different levels in the social structure are 
nov affected in the same way by the balance of political power, priyil 


i? 
TD 


and rights which exist among ethnic groups. Consequently, they mel: 
not express the same views regarding what it is proper for each 

group to haye and what are the legitimate demands to be made, In the 
seme way, depending on their positions in the social atructur, 

people will feel threatened or advantaged by the dialogue between 
ethnic groups. Some will experience interethnic relations with 
apprehension, others with hope. 


Education and income are used as indices of the positions 
eceupied in the social structure. Insofar as this sieucture is s 
stratification system, these varlables have been found to he sood 
measures of the location of individuals in it. 


A. Political Influence 


Table 7.7 shows that within each ethmic group the greater 
the number of years of schooling the less people feel that either 
English or French Canadians try to gain too much influence in the 
political affairs of Canada. Education reduces significantly the 
expression of disapproval toward the political behavior ef Buclish 
or French, This is especially true of the reactions to Prenech Caradiaz 
attempts to gain influence: within each group, the proportion of 
respondents who feel that itrench Canadians try to gain tee much 
political influence are much lower amoug respondents with 14 or more 
years of schooling than they are among respondents with either © to | 
years or © to 12 years. The findings can be summarized in thie way: 
french Cenadiang disapprove of their attempts to gain political influenes 
less than do people of other ethnic groups no matter which level of 
schooling we consider. But the more edueated French Canadians disapprove 
of them even less than do the less educated French Canadians, In turn, 
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the more educated English Canadians and "Others" disapprove of French 
Canadien political influence Tess than do the less educated ones 

This seens to indicate that In their attempts to gein politigal influex 
Freneh Canadians can reeruit support primarily among their own vecwcs, 
especially among their best educated people. The edusated English 
Canadians, Canadians and "Others" are the next most Likely to provide 


some support. 


Table 7./ shows that if instead of education we use 
income es our index of position in the social siructure among Hnelich, 
French, or "Others", the respondents with a higher ineome are less 
likely te feel that English Canadians try to gain too mich politics 


influence . 


The feelings of Trench Canadians toward their political’ 
influence vary little with their lacome: -the propertions of French 
Canadiang who feel that they try to gain too much political influence 
are about the same for all income groups. The feelings of Boolian 
Canadians and "Others", however, depends @ great deal on their imesme: 
the higher their income, the less they disapprove of the attempts 
French Canadians to gain politieal influence. 


Bb, The Demands of Prenck Canadians 


The Yeelings whieh people have toward the demande of French 
Table 7. net 7 
more edueated French Canadians are less likely to feel that they are askir 
for move than they heave a. right to expect and that they 
Like any other minority group. Freneh Canadians with 15 years of 
sehooling or more are especiaily less likely te dissapyreve of. thie 
demands of their own group. We abserve the same trend amtug Soglish 
Canadians and "Others": the more educated people are lese Likely jo feel 
that Prench Canadians ask for too mich and shouid be treated like any 
other minority group. English Canadians and "Others" with 13 years 


Venadians depend on th mnooling. 


should be trested 


m rer) mn 


of schooling or more are especially lees likely to cisapprove of 


Cenadian demands. 
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; Among English Canadians and “Others”. income affeets 


ue reactions to Brench Canadian demands: the bigher the income 

the less the respondents feel that French Canadians showld expect 

to be treated like any other minority group. We observe this 

sams tendeney among French Canadians. Finally, Table 7-8 shows that 
among 11 ethnic categories, including the French Genadians themeeives 
it is the low income people ($1999 or Less) who are most likely to 
feel thet Trench Canadiens should have a minority statue. 


“Y 
fe 


Among English Canadians and especially among Uanadians, 
low income wohice {$ 4999 or less) are more prone than axe others to 
feel thet Prench Canadiens ask for too much. Among the "Others", we 
observe the oppos ber high ineome people (s 25 y 500 or more) are mors 
prone than 3 Low inecne people to feel that Brench vaned3 tans ask for 
too much, Among French Canadd ena the bulls of neople feel that they 
are not asiting for mone “than they have a sight to expect. Ineome 


makes no. ¢ 1ikferenee.. * 
C. She Pwture of English-French Relations 


‘In all. ethnic GPOUPS, the mere educated people ara the 
more op timistic they are about the future of the relations hips between 


(1) Data: sel are ee ee aed datinnte that feelings of 

economic deprivetion tend to be associated with lesa approval of 
French Canadian demands among EB English Canadians,- Cansdiaos and 
"Others", This is more so, however, among English Canadians and 
Others than among Canadians. English Canadians and Obhers who feel 
that their economic cosition has deteriorated or that it wilt. 
deteriorate are more prone than are those whe feel thal thein econcui« 
position has improved or remained the seme or will improve o: remain 
the seme to feel that french Canadians ask too much, that they should 
be treated like any other minority and thet they are to be bleme for 
their own troubles. In other words English Canagian 143 and Others who 
feel economically deprived are more prone to disapprove of French 
Canadian demands and complaints than are those who are not 
economically deprived. They are more prone to disapprove of rench 
Canecian political influence as well. This is definitely the trend 
even if this trend ig not very strong, Among French Cansdians 
feelings of economic deprivation are not associated with leas approval 
of theix deunnds, Ueither are they comnected with greater Sieaporoval — 
of English Canadian political influence. Ses fous TTT, Tables Tm2465 


Bo259, Fa272, P2685. 
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one is $3, 000 2 year or more tend te be 
es optinistic ee are those whose income is less than $3,000 ee 


. = ies: 
Fear. Among “Others”, people whese income ie $6,500 @ year or more 
mt 7 send. to be more onbimis abe ahows Buclish-French ‘relations ‘than aire 
ie those | who earn less than $6,500 a yeay. Among Canadiang income deen 
fy 
wie ‘not affect optimism. It is worth noticing finally tuat no meter 
. which level of education or income we eornsider Prench Censdians are 
more optimietie than are respondents of sll ethnie groups. 
| Seble £29 
7 | | ; teasent who think that Englishe French 
Relationg Will Get Better in Five or Six Years 
= | ' : re nce 
ie peanchnigs EC. | BC, CANADIANS " OFEERS 
Bdueation 
SICA ret RE IIT 
0 Ae Ms years : : Sel, he 3 ; 40ef 38.05 
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8 ~ 42 years Arco Moet 5008, 40,9 
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222_..eniations Within Bech Pitnaie Group by Age 

The fact thet people who belong to different age«groups 
tend to heve distinetive gsedial outlooks raizes an interesting question: 
do people of the various ethnic groups: who belong to saperate age~groups 
difter in the way they react to English Canadian and Prench Canadien 
politieal influence and to Préneh Cansdien demands? Ave there any 
vyarlations in the wey people of various ethnic groups feel about 
the future ef English-Trench relations depending on the agessroup to 
which they belong? Are there any noticeable generational differences 
in the reactions to ethnie behavior and in the expectancies concerning 
English-ivereh relations? 


A, Political Tnfluence 


depend on age. Table 7.10 shows thet the older ing ash Canadiens are 
leas Likely to feet that they try to gain too mich political influence 
than are the younger ones. The percontagesdifferences between age 
groups tend to be small, however, On the other hand, French Canadiens 
and "Others" aged 30 years and over are more likely than thoze aged 29 
or less te feel that English try to gain too mich political influence. 
We should note also that French Canadians of all age-groups are a great 


English Conadiens txey to gain too much influence. 


The pains of English Canadians toward the atteupts of 
Preneh Canadiana to gain pelitieal influence depend mich on their age. 
The older more frequently feel that Preneh Canadiens are trying to gain 
too much political influence, We observe a gimilar tendency among 
Cenadieans and "Others" but it is weaker... It seems that, in addition 
to age itself? generation effects the vaactiones of Engliah Canadians, 
Cenadiens and "Others" te the political influenee of French Canadianss 
within each ethnie group, but particulerly among Buglish Canediens end 
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7 es Age makes little difference in the way French Canadians ar 
‘feel about the demands of their own BTOUD. Table 7.10 shows that in : 
re : each age-group we find about the same proportion of French Cansdians . : 
. : who feel that they ask for 400 much, the same proportion who feel thet Mi 
: they. should be treated like any other minowity and the same proportion — ; | 
: of posnoudents who blame themselves for their ow troubles. 4 i | 
7 | Table 7.10 shows that among Inglish Canadians and ri 
Canadians, disapproval of Trench Canadien demands and coupleints a 
tend to imerease eteadily with age. Among "Others", people aged im om 
. 30 and over are nokiceahly more prone than the younger to feel that i 
 Ereneh Canadians ask for too mich, that they deserve a minority a 7 
status and that they should blame themselves for their own troubles. re 
? Finally, wheatever the age~group, Freneh Canadiens are mich less prone _ 
to disapprove of their own demands than axe people of other groups. ; 
While age mikes a aaPference in. the way people react to Freash ; 
- Genaéien éemands (except among French Canadians) whether they 
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C, Zhe Future of English-Prench Relations 
PO eT ~ iF IRA BS Ps ESS re tS ROT NE DR LEI H 


Optimism about English-French reletions varies with age 
both among English Canadians and French Canadians. But it does #o in 
the opposite direction, 


fable 7.17 
Percent whe Feel that English-French Relations Will 
Get Better in Five or Siz Years by Ethnicity and Age.* 


EC. B.C. “CANADIANS ~ oTuERS 
of of vi of 
jo 7? {e] (2 
Age 
29 or Less 56.25 iad 4942 AT 4 
(4958) = (4474) (674) (363) 
30 = 49 48,8 59.9 53.6 44.5 
(4769) taal (1/83) (750) 
50 Or More 4528 636/ 44a A 4508. 
(4084) (2773) _ _ £4036) (541) 
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For de tailea table see flome Tit, Table Fn320, 


ALESSI 


Teble («71 shows that among English Canadians the older 
the vespondents the less optimistic they are about the future of 
ingiiabefrench relations. Among Prench Canadians the older the 
respondents the more optimistic they ere, Canadians aged 50 years 
or more are somewhat less optimistic than others, Among "Others" 
we observe no definite tendency, We find also thet irrespective 
of age Prench Canadiens are more optimistic than are people of other 
etme categories. 


ounietetious Within Bech Ethaie Group by Interethnic Contacts 


Do the contacts which psople haye outside their ow 
ethnie communities affect their reagtions to ethuie behavior? Are 
the reactions of English Canadians, Canadians and "Others" to the 
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rh an fable 7.12 shows that the feelings waich people express aie 

_ toward the behavior of a group ather then their own depend on whether y 

: they Imow or meet people of this group. English Canadiens and _ 

7 . "Others 3" who know or meet French Ganadians are less likely than aie . 

; ‘those who do no} to feel that French Canadians try to gain too much 

: influence, ask for more than they should end to think that French 

. Canadiens shovlé be treated Like any other minority. - | = 
| Reactions to the Political Influence and the Demands . 

: of French Canadiens by Ethnicity end Contacts with French Canadians® 
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‘Contacts with. PoC Contacts with PeCa Gousacss ih, Pa 
Have § Have not Have Have net Have 
Oe ae See a 7? % % % 
French Canadians | 5 _ 
62. 1 ieee oe? 4, ere 6241 
txy to gain tes fo0a0' f 
mach influence gn (2200) (2595) (672) (975) 


French, Canadians ask 


a for more than they 66.6 78.03. 61.3. 1023 63.5. 
have a right to (7465) © (2282). (2406) 533) (973) 
7 expent ened ' oat 

‘Brench Canadians vs | 

ghould expect to be 66.5. 15<5 60.4 POLE Tegner s 
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inglish Canadians are Loss they thon are tnose 


| fl P . . 1 : : 4 | ie ; 5 

a . 7 Percent who Feel that English Canadians . 

7 . fox 1x ‘ivy to Gain Boo Much Political ‘Influence* t : ALY, 

" ; © F.C. CANADIANS OTHERS 7 

7 Have contacts with 54.5 (15.9 a rer 
English Canadians (4504) eng (4276) 3 

: - Do not have contacts 6305. 22.4 30.6 

: ith English Canediane (1403) (259) (72) ; 

re * For a more detailed table, see Tome Liz, Table Ne. Bo252 0 \ r} 


; - at Another index of interethnic contacts is the knowledge 
; which people have of the language of other ethnie groups. Dees it 
7 metter in the way they react to Prench Canadian political influence 

and demands whether English Canadiens, Conadiens and "Others" speak 


French or not? . , 


fable 7.14 shows that to speak French has ¢ consequences in 
‘the way English Cenaiians, Canadians aud "Others" react to the political — 
influence and the demands of French Canadians. Engl eh Canadians and — 
ae Canadiens who speak French are less prone than are those who do not by : 
40 feel. that French Ganadians try to gain too meh polities influence, 
ask 7 too meh, should be treated like any minority group and to ‘tiainic . 
that the Heonch Canadiens should blame themselves: for their own tro. bles. 
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Reactions to the Political Influences and Demands of 
French Comadieans by Ethnicity and Knowledge of the Prench Language’ 


APN ARS IBIS CON A ARE ITTY 


B.C. GANADLANS OTHERS 


| "Shoak French Speak irench Sreak Prone: 
by Ne Yes No Yea Wo 
eo ee 48.4. Tied 41.0 7003 66.7 6904 
: 2068 |} 60% (695) 
ae Re nate (3238) (6643) (1394) (4806) (562) (695 
Preuch Canadians agk 
for more then they 59.45 1464 49 6 L308 85.0. 62.3 
have @ right to (3250) (6484) (1283) (1623) (571) ~— (700 
expect 
French Canadiens should : . ' 
expect te be treated 54.5 1526 Af 05 76.5 1106 13. 3 
like any other £3499) (7316) (4452) (1862) (635) (842 
Manority group 
Whet French Canadiens 
complain about is 5520 5606 4Ge2 60,7 58.45. 52 
nostly their own (3348) (6381) (1324) (4622) (530) (7 


fauli 


 * For more detalled tables, see Tome JIT, Tables Nos, F238, Fe263, Bx2/7, 


m 2a y 
ae BO) 6 


Whether Prench Canediens speak or do not sreak Buglish hes 
Little effect on the way they react to English Canadian political 
influence, However, French Canadians who speak Engiteh without any 


difficulty react to English Canadian political influence LE unlike 


other French Cemadians,. (4) 


TROT 


(i) The reader who wishes to know how their degree of fluency in 
French affects the reactions of English, Canadiens and "Others" 
to the political influence and the demands of Prench Canadians 
may consult the detailed tebles presented in of 
“thie report. Generally speaking how well resvondents speak. 
another language ic more important coneexming the resections of 
French Camdians to English political influence than it is concerning 
the reactions of other people to French Canadian palitical 
influence and demands. 
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Teble (id 
Pexcent French Canadiens who Feel that English 
Cenadiens Bry to Gain Toe Much Political Influence 
Speak English without 


ffl 
any difficulty 41.67 
Others | . 62.1% 
Be 


Do the contacts that respondents have outside their own 
ethnie commmnities affect their feelings about the future of English-_ 
French relations? Table 7.16 shows that they do. English Canadians 
and Canadians who know or meet French Canadiens are more Likely to 
view the future of English-French relations with optimien, Having 
contacts with French Canadiens, hewever, makes ne ai?farence amore 


fable 7.16 
Percent Optimist by Ethnic Groups and Contacts‘*? 
with French Canadians or English Canadians 


* 


@. Contacts with French Canadians 


Cie CANADIANS OTHERS 
of cf df 
LLL LLL ALLL nett 
Know or meet French 51el 544% A563 
Canadiens (8423) (1753) (4732) 
Dees not know or meet 42.9 31.9 44g 
Trench Canadiens (2/23) (730) (526) 


b. Contacts with English Canadiens 


Pc.  GANADIANS OTHERS 
. Pe cf a: : 
ices ieneenneainnaeenan internecine: pmteebtemneem ee peer 
Know or mset English | 63.3 4969 4507 
Cenadians (5253) (3191) (1597) 
Does not Imow or meet 50.5 * 4763 we 
English Canadiens (4774) ~ (292) (96) 


For more detailed tables, see Tome ILI, Tables Now. Po318, FOS19, 
%* ‘Too few cases to warrant porgentaging . 


(4) The question whieh respondents were asked referred both to present _ 
and past contacts with English Canadians or French Canadians 
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"Others"; respondents who de not know or meet French Canadians are 
not less cptimistie than are respondents whe do, Among French 
Ganadiens having vontects with English Canadians is related to 
greater optimiem, Among Canadians end "Others" ovtimism does noy 
vary depending on whether the respondents know or meet Ingliah 
Cenadions. | 


Table 7.17 shows that Preneh Canadians who speak Eue)iah 
are more optimistic about English-Freneh relations than are those who 
ao not speak English, Among Engitsh Canediens and Cenadians but much 
less among "Others" optimiem is higher among respondents who speak 
French. 


Table 7 o1/ 


Percent Who Feel that English-French Relations Will 
Get Better in Five or Six Years by Ethnielty and 
Knowledges of English and French* 


RAS TL ORL OAR AL NY eet 


; Hes 
Speak French EAs ele es OPEN 
4 {? pP 3 en 
Yes 60.0 5863 44-0 
(3560) (1467) (679) 
ae 44.09 4305 4404 
(7578) (1938) | (951) 
Speak English ? a 
Yes | 65.4 
(5066) 
ae 48.8 
(1921) 


ETRE Hy ow 


* Yor a more detailed table, see Tome [TI, Table Ne. F=316. 
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224 Variasions Within Ethnic Groups by Region | 


Chances of interethnic contacts are not the same throughout 
Canada. Im Quebec, where French Canadians represent the Lergest 
fraction of the population, people of other ethuie groups have wore 
chances of mowing or meating Breach Canadians than they have in 
other provinces. In a predominantly French province the chances are 
greater as well that English Canadians and "Others" will spealc French. 
fn the same way, Preneb Canadians baye more chances of meeting peoole 
of other ethnic groups if they live eutside of Quebes. ‘There are also 
greater pressures shat are put on them to speak English, We bave just 
seen that interethnic contacts affect one's attitudes, We should also 
find differences in attitudes between people whe have different chexces 
of being familiar with the way of life, attitudes and probleme of the 


other groups. 


| The reactions of English Canadians and other Canadians to 
the political influence of French Cenadiens and theix demands are expected 
te vary depending on where they Live in Canada, Differences shouid 
be Yound between the reactions of French Canadians to the politics. 
influence of English Canadians and to their own pelitieal influence 
aud demancs depending on whether they live in Quebee or elaewhere in 
Canada. 


A. Bolitical Influence of Eneitst 
Zrench Canadians 


fable 7.18 shows that as far as the attempts at political 
influence of English Canadians are concerned we do observe regional 
differences, but, im general the differences are small. ‘There im one 
exception: Freneh Canadians who live in Quebec are mich more prone 
than are those who live elsewhers to disapprove of the attempts of 
English Canadiens to gain political influernes, 
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Table (it 


Reactions to the Politics] Influence of English and 
French Canadians and the Demands of Hrench Canadians 
vy Ethnicity end Reglon* 


a. The Political Influence of English Canadians ‘ 


\ 


(ORR te 


EOL, KRALL TIMT CNT 


Percent vihe think that English Canadians 
try to gain toe muh influence 


B.C. PC CANADIANS OTHERS 
2 a 7? 03 
Maritimes 22.6 44.3 8.7 Ye 
(4460) (337) (249) (54) 
Que hee 12.9 60.9 QVel 27.4 
(681) (4650) (359) (278) 
Ontario 17.9 69.5 4704 23.4 
(4217) (446) (4435) (479) 
Prairies 1969 45.0 — 1503 1193. 
(3658) (226) (176) (637) 
b. The Political Influence of French Canadians 


ET EMF R TERETE EATS ae 


Percent who think that Preneh Censdians 


try to gain too much influence 


Maritimes at 31.8 | 60,5 a 
(1427) (352) (243) (54) 

Quebee 39.8. 46.9 27.0 45.2 
(664) (4280) (381) (208) 

Ontario 59 of 20.6 614.4 60.1 
. (4226) (720) (1481) (426) 
Prairies 72.5 49.04 62.4 74.3 
(3586) (253) (1762) {620) 


oreo 


* For more detailed tables, See Teme TIT, Tables hos. P2458, Pe2db. 
** Too few cases to warrant percentaging. 
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Table 7.18 (continued) 


FRR NE ALY TORS RETO ERE ee TL A EER ITT A SR SAE ME LRT ORL BER TE FRITS BIN OTR 6) 817 NCTE RR ARES A ER ENTER ONE TOC BD Me ee Se 


@. the Demands of Freveh Canadians* 
Percent who think that French Canalians are 
agking.ftoer more than tiey have s right to expect 


E60. F.C, CANADIANS OTHERS 

ee Sen Oe SAT) Se oad tht Sie) Gos fee ack foe too ee as 

Maritimes 69.5 29.4—. 57.4 ee ; 

(14373) (361) (203) (45) 

Quebee 40.0 14.9 33.5 34.0. 

| (675) (5428) (367) (488) 

Ontario 66.3 30.8 63.3 6454 

(4099) (669) (1347) (472) 

Prairies 78.4 24,3 1303 58.6 

(3600) (247) (41062) (662) 


Pervent whe think that French Canadians sheuld 
expect to be treated like any other minority group 


sea iacebenin hata eerie eee aia” 


Maritimes 77-5 68.5. 67.0 4H 
(4500) (428) euennkas3) (54) 
Quebee 55406 5664 ‘Ge4Q03 4} 2 
| (734) (5358) (405) (240) 
Ontario 62.2 60.03 61.8. 62.5. 
(4543) (770) (4498) (544) 
Preiries 75.5 64.6 74.6 84.4. 
(3992) (280) (1209) - (774) —— 


* For more detailed tables, see Tome IIIf, Tables Now. B= 294, P2651, 
%% Too few cases to warrant percentaging. 
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On the other hand, Table 7.18 shows that the xeactions 
of respondents to the politieal influence and the dems nis of French 
Cenadians vary a great deal from one region to the other. Buglish 
Canadians, Canadiens and “Others” who live in Quebec are mich less 
prone than are thoge living elsewhere to feel that French Canadians 
try to gain too much political influence in Canada. They are much 
less prone as well to feel that Prench Canadiens ask for too much 
and thet they should expect to be treated like any other minority 
group. We observe also that English Canadians, Canadians and "Others" 
whe Live in the Maritimes and the Prairies are the most likely to 
disapprove French Canadian political influence and demands, As for 
French Canadians, we find that if they live in Quebec they are much 
less prone to disapprove of their political influence and demands than 
if they live elsewhere. 


Finally, it is worth noticing that despite the differentiatines 
effect of region, ethmwiclty remains a powerful influence on the resections 
of xespondents. Irrespective of the region where they live, French 
Ganadians react quite unlike the rest of respondents of other ethnic 
groups to the political influence of English Cenadiang, their own 

political infivence and their demands. 


B. The Puture of Buch ish-french Relations 


We have just seen that English Canadians and "Others" who 
Live in Quebec are less likeiy to disapprove of freneh Canadian political 
infivence and demands than are those living elsewhere in Canada, They 
should be more optimistie ag well about Englishelirench relations. One 
weuld expect, indeed, that it is among those English, Canadiens and 
"Others" who are least likely to disapprove of French Canadian political 
influence and demand thet there is least apprehension concerning the 
future of English-Prench relations. Table 7.19 shows thet English 
Canadians, Canadians, Cemadiens and “Others” who live in Quebec are a 
geod more optimistie about English-l’rench relations than are these who 
live elsewhere. As for French Canadians, with the exception of those 
living in the Maritimes they tend to be quite cptimistic irrespective 

| _ of waere they live in Canada. 
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Table 7219 
Percent Who “eel that EnglishePyeneh Relations 
Wail Get Better in Pive or Six Years by Ethnicity and Region 


ECAR RA OREM LENIN WIE TE NNR 


B.Go ¥2Go CANADTANS OMIERS 
' ry re c? c? 
Maritvines be 4/0 56.9 Fei 
£4607) (433) (260) (54) 
Quehes 6-945 60.3. 640% 56.6 
| (757) (5522) (415) (258) 
Ontario 50.6 64./ 44.7 44 Pioy 
(4774) (796) (1570) (589) 
Prairies 49.3 $3.5 49.6 44,5 
(4079) (271) (1238) (792) 


* Por a more cetelled table, see Tome ITI, Tabla No. F-21%, 
*% Too few eases to warrant percentaging. 


.. variations Within Bach Ethnic 
Electoral District 


Numerical Dominence in aa 
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We have just seen that depending on whether they live in 
Quebee or elaewhere English Canadians, Canadians and "Othe ra” react 
quite differently to the political influence and demands of French 
Cenadians. In turn, we have shew that Freneh Canadians who live in 
Quebee reaet to the political influence of English Canediaus quite 
unlike French Canediang who live eleewhere than in Quebec. We sugeested 
that theses regional differences sould be understood to result from 
differences in interethnic contests. But they could be understood, 
as well, from a different angle, 


The balance of numerical power between ethuie groups in 
Quebse is quite different from what it is elsewhere. In Quebec Prench 
Canadians constitute e strong majority, English Canadiens and "Others" 
are minorities, In other provinces we have other patterns of ethuric 
dominance: English Canadians are majorities and sometimes "Others". 
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This raises the questica of whether the reactioos to ethnic beheviur 
wary depending on which group dominates? We propose to answer this 
queetion using a classification of electoral districts on whether 
the Baglish Canadians, the French Canadians. or the "Others" 
constitute the ‘mumerieally domirant ethnic group. 


A. Zhe Political Influence of English anc French Canadiens and 
q ‘4 ’ 
the Denands of Prench Canadians 


Table 7.20 shows thet in thome areas where they are 
pumericaliy dominant Freneh Canadiens are more prone to feel that 
English Canadians try te gain toe mich politienl dofluence than they 
are when they oceupy a minority position. Unlike the reactions of 
Freneh Canadians, the reactions of English Canadians, Canadians and 
"Others" to the political influence of English Canadians are much 
the same no matter which ethnie group dominates. 


We observe alec that: English Canedians, Canadians ani 
"Others" tend to be much lees prone to disapprove of Prench Canadian 
politieal influence and demands if they live in areas where French 
Canadians are numerically dominant. fn other words, English Canadians, 
Canadians and "Others" are less inclined to disapprove of French 
Canadian behavior if they ceeupy vis-d@<vis the French Canadians a 
ninority position. | 


Finally Table 7.20 shows that i+ is where they are the 
majority that Prench Censitians are least likely to disaporeve of 
their own politieal influence and demands. Not less interesting is 
this other finding: it is in those electoral districts where “Others” 
exe the majority that we find the largest proportions of English 
Canadians, Canadians and "Others" who disapprove of the political 
in®inenece and the demands of French Canadiens. 
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She Putune of English-French Reletlone 


Optimien About EnglialeFrench zelations tends to be 
stronger among Bnglich Canadians, Canadiens and "Others who live 
in areas that are dominnted by French Canadians, Table 7.21 shows 
that as fer as French Conadian responaents are eomerned they tend 
to be about equally optimist about Englieh—i'rench relations whether 
they live in an area which they dewinate or whieh other ethnic groupe 
domiviate . | 


Zable (2% 


Percent Whe Feel that English=-freneh Relations 
Will Get Better in the Next Five ar Six Yeere 


RAINED DEW en Lo ESR 


B.C. BoC. GANATEANS OTHERS 

. | 93 | 9 is re 
English Dominant 46.0 63.6 52.7 36.5 
7 (5876) (453) (4534) (542) 
French Dominant 65.5 | 5907 68:0 55.1" 
(524) (5447) (326) (176) 

Other Deminant S74 hor 4802 2465 
(610) = =‘ (60) 251) (455) 


foo Zew cases to warrant porcentaging. 
| SUMMARY 


DENRA GET LIED 


In this chapter we have looked at the reactions of 
respondents of various ethnic categories to the political influence 
ef English and Prenech Canadians, the demands of French Canadians anc‘ 
at the feelings of respondents regarding the future of Englich-Prencb 
reletions, We ean summarize our findings in the following way. 

1. French Canadiana are Shee prone than are respondents of othar 

ethaie categories to feel that English Canadians iy to cath 

too much influence in the political affaire of Canada, We have 

showa, however, that French Canedians are divided in their evaluations 


ef the political influence of English Canadians, lMany Frenoh 
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Canadians feel that English Canadiens are not trying to gain 
more political influence then it ie proper for them to have. 
Beside, the reactions of Freneh Canediens depend on their social 
characteristics. 


a, The more educated and the wealthier they are, the leas French 
Genadians feel. that English Canadians try to goin too much ene Goatees 


be The younger French Canadians are, the legs they feel that 
English Canadians try to gain tco meh politicel influence. 


¢. French Canadians who have contacts with English Canadiens are 
less prone than are those who do not, to feel that Enclich Canadians 
try to gain teo much political influence. 


d. French Canadiana who live outside Quebec and in areas where 
English Canadiang are the majority are less likely than these who 
live in Quebec and in French dominated. areas to feel that English 
Canadians try to gain teo maeh political influence, French Canadiens 
react to the political influence of Saghish Canadians quite umlile 
other people in Canada, but they do not react ina x Las 


French staal. are less prone then are English Cunediens, Canadians 
and "Others" to feel that their own group tries to gain too much 
polit jeal influence; they ere alee less prone to disapprove of the 
demands of their own group. This was expested. More interenmting, 
howevex, sre the noticeable veriotions that we have fewd in the 
reactions of English Canedians, Canadians and “Others” to the 
political influence and éemuds of French Canadians, 


&- The more educated they are, the lesa English Canadiens, Canadians 
and “Others” are likely to disapprove of French Canndien political 
influence end demands. To some extent this is else the case when 
we compare ineome groups, 


b. The younger English Cenadians, Conadians end "Others" are the 
less likely they are to disapprove ef French Cansdien political 
intiuence and demands, 
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Go Englioh Ganadiens, Camedians and "Others" who have contacts 
with french Canadiens ere lesa prone then these who de net to 
disapprove of the polities influence and the demands of Freuch 
Canadians that they hava contatta with Préneh Canadians. 


&. Hnglish Caradians, Canadiens and "Othera™ whe live in Quebec 

ov im areas where the French are the wajority veact such more 
favorably to French Canadien political influence and demande then do 
those who live elsewhere than in Quebec or im arenas whove they occupy 
a mjority position vieehevic the French, 


Some of the lest findings are imyortant eoncemming the 
posgibie cuteome of the dialogue between etimie groups, mag 
English Camadians, Canadians and “Others” it is those yeosle who axe 
o” Will be in positions of power and influence > the educated, the 
wich end the yomg ~~ who show the greatest anveptaute of Prench 
Caumdian political, influence atid gexands. Thene people are wore 
optimistic a9 well cegeréing the future of Baghieh-Prench velaticas. 
this sey & lot about the cheuces which French Cezadiana have of 
gaining political infivence ond improving their position in Cenediea 
society. Hetiprocelly there is algo & greater ecoeptanse of the 
political behavior of English Cemadians exong the sore educated, 
wicher and younger French Canadiens. Such attitudes within the 
mans gels groups should facilitete dialogue and milorsiendiug. 
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CHAPIERE 2 


So _RAPPORTANT A LSUNTIE CANADIENNE 


Depuis quelques années, um certein nombra de Cenadions 
ont soulevé des questions par rapport & L’avenir de leur peyz, Ces 
questions, ayant tantot & voir avec 1 umité du peys, tansé: avec 
son intésratien avec les Etats-Unis, st tantét avec L utilisation 
de capltaux étzengers & lintéricur du pays, formeront is base de 
ta discussion de te chapitre. En plus at comms compldment & cox 
questions nous exeminerons certeines dimensions du régionaliane 6% 
ée la mobilité régionale. | 


A ie questions “Etes<-vous ou non en faveur que lo Cannde, 
et ies Etats-Unis deviennent um seul pays?", 27.1% des porsonuca 
imtervogées se @isent faverables elors que 64.3% se ddelarent nos 
faverables; les autres sont ou bien indécis ou indi~féronts, (voir 
Qe J-T1, po Me79). Em inierprétant le 21.1% ci-haut mentionad, le 
Lecteur devrait tenir compte du fait que 94.1% des répondents trouvent 
que plus d’effort devrait Gre fait en vue dtandéliorer Liumité nationale. 
Par ailleurs nous evens okservé arses peu de différence entre les groups 
ethniquess en effet tes pourcentages pour chacim des différents groures 
varient extre 19% et 25% seulement, 


Samed 


Si Ia majorité des répondents de toutes origines ae 
ééelarent défavorables & une union politique du Ganada avee Les Etate- 
Unie, 50.9% a entre etx favorisent pourtant une union économigue aves ce 
pays et 28.7% sovlement se digent défavorables. D* autre part, 11.8% dee 
répendants sont indécis ou voient des aspects faverablea et défaverabies 
&% le. fois dans une telle union et 8% mont pas dopinion ou sont indiffé. 
vente, (Voir Qo 3=72, pe. le79). 
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168. 


Par ailleurs, nous observoaa des aiftérences entra Les 
groupes ethnigues, Ici ces différences sont um peu pive marqudes que 
dans le eas de i'epinion dea répondants sur 1’ urion pelitique. 


les Canadiens frangaie sont ceux qui comms pour la 
question préeddente sont le plug en faveur d'une unten ceonemtque 
avec les Etats-Unis. En effet, 99.2% dtentre ews la préeenissnt. 
les Conadiengs anglais ot les "autres" Canadiene se compartent de la 
mene maniére.. Ils sont favorables A cette union dens dex proyertions 
de 47.2% et 46.6% reapeetivemens. 


ies opinions des répondents sur l*imien éeanawique du 
Cemada avec les Etete-Unis nous aminent & considérez la question de la 
présence des eapitavx étrangers du pays. Est-on moina, autant ou 
davantage favorable & la présence de ces capitaux eu pays qu’s 1 umion 
éconamique avee lee Etats-Unis? 


A l'atfirmation suivante: "On devrait utiliser moins de 
eapitaux dtrangers pour développer le Canada, mame si le uiveau de vie 
G'une partie de Is population Gevait baisser", il est surprenant de 
voir qu'un tiers des répondeants furent affirmatifs, bien que le propor= 
tien dea répondants qui sont en déseccerd avee une telle affirmation 
reats cependant plus élevée (45.57%, voir Q. 1-19, po MG). 


Ies positions des répoudania, & ce sujet, aizfirent salen 
les groupes ethniques, Ce sent les Cenadiens francais gui sent le plus 
di'accoxd avee l’affirmation qui dit que L'on devrait rdéduive 1 utilica= 
tion des capitaux étrangers (40.1%). Parmwi les Canadiers: anglais, 
3102%> penment de meme. Enfin 27.4% des personnes apparterant au 
txoisiame groupe ethnique sont davis que l'on devrait utiliser moins 
de capitaux Strangers, ce gui est me proportion asses vapprechde de 
esile obtenue ches ies Canadiens englais. 


' 


'h tou) supa o4 aie 


ah 
te ¥ hip ‘25 “yesoun mad Lua : 


srokhene? make sexta: ae rile 
Me Lf, ees : 


Braf, nous savons Que Ia majorite des Canadiens tiement 
A 1 untté eanpiienne et & wor indépendance politi ique vis-2-vis les 
Etate-Unis, En ee qui concerne Lumicn éconemique les epiniens sont 
pariagées quelque ue bome partie de la population n'est pas davis 
qu'il taille réduire le nombre de eapitaux étrencers weve ai une 
teile politique risque de balager i@ nivesu de vie d’iume partie de la 
population. Ces résultats spears aie NY: ma thal me~eynthétiqua au 
Tableau 8.16 ; | 


~ Tableau 8.1 


Sommaire des Résultats Mentionnés 
pee SL See eee re ONG 
| Favorables 3 Défavorables 


RTS | SRT RETN  C AOFM Son et met mac Wane 


&) L°union b) une union ta arunitfon 
politique économique de Lwhilisatic! 
de capitewsr 
étrangers 
c? 


Parmi ies: 
Canadiens francais 


Cavadiens anglais : 


Sutres groupes ethniques 16.46 48.4 
(1693) (1693) (4695) 

Canadiens 
a) de langue frangaise 25,3 6801 4007. 
' (182) (182) - (182) 
b) de langue anglaise 19.49 47 66 505 
(3082) (3073) (3080) 
¢) d'emrtres langues 2007 40.9 42.6 


(237) (237) | (237) 
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SVE. Ta général les Canadiens tiennext 
& 1° indSpandanee politique et économique de leur pays et cele bien yu ils 
acioent perticuliéremsnt G*accerd avee l"idée d'une union économique di 
Canada avec Leg Etate-Unis, Nous savens mame que la quasictotelité de 


nos cipeiteyens sont a’avis que aes efforts devraiont ce faire nour 
wunigier le pays. Nous préseuterons mainteunt queleves obserm tions 
ayent treit & le mobilité régiemale. Ces felis powrent Gtre rattechde 
& te sein opr que les Canadiens out de leur poys et reurens contei~ 
mer & cembrendre certaines de leurs attitudes pac repport aut probiaémes 
Ge L’intégration Canecienue. Nous examinerons ia nobilité. régions | 
sGus les aspects suiventse 

a) les Canadiens cat-ile, daus le peasé, véeu ailleurs dens le pays ; 
que dane la provines of iis président actuellement? 

b) omte-2is des parents hors de cette province? 

es enfin . 

¢) sonteile prote & aller vivre dans d'autres provinces? 


Come i] fallait s'y attendre, une proportion importerte 
Ge gens n'ant jameis résidé dena une autre provines que celle dans 
lequolie fis résident actuecilement: “hago ni peu ent véeu aijleur 
au Cenada (69.2% ve 30.6%). “i 


Peu surprenantes auvei sont les différences entra len 
groupes ethniques: les Canadiens anglais scart plus mobiles ae les 
Gamadiens frangnis. (35.7% va 17.6%). Coux-oi, tout probablemnt 2 cause 
de la langue, peuvent moins facilement se adplecer ad? une provines & 
L°autve que les porsonnes de langue anglaise. Tes avtras groupes 
ethniguss sont entre ces deux groupes, mais leur degré de mobilitée 
eet plus genblable 4 celui des Gensdions anglais qué esiui des 
Genadisns francais (29.1%). 


Quant aux Canadiens tout court, ce sont vreiment evs qui 
sont 2e plus moblies & travers le pays. Mais les différences becauks 
tiques sont ici les mimes que celles qui existent pour 1’ identificatioa 
ethniqua. 
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LepStons=nous eum 30% de noe répondents qui sont mobiles. 
Cec porsomnmes ont eu tendance & résider principalemens dans une avize 
province seulement (65.%6), mais ua peu plus du tiers a'ontve elies 
ont yéou dans plus d'ume autre peovinee: 17.8% ont véeu deus trois 
orevinees ot auient om vécu dans plus de trois provinces. (Voir Q. 2-71, 
De Meo5t). 


Nos résultats lsissens apperaltre des différeucas entre 
ies Canadiens engiais et les eutres groupes ethniques sur ce point. 
Rn effet,40% des Genadisns englais ont véeu dans trois provinces ct 
plus. Il n'y en a que 26% parmi les Canadiens frengais et 24% parmi 
ensemble des autres groupes. 


Nos mésuitets mombrent dome que les Ganediens francais 
ont moins tendense que les autres clteyeus & se déplacer dune province 
& leutre. Y omteil, une proportion impoxtante des autres citeyens qui 
eient réeiéé deus la provinces de Québec? 


te tableau 8.2 nous révole que es sont ies Canadiens 
francais des autres provinces qui cont le plus venus au Québec. 


Yonens-en maintenant & la résidense des proehes parents 
qui devrait vraisemblablement coincider avee ce que nous venois 
@obsezver concernant la résidence des rSpondants eux-uimes. 


Plus de la moitis des répondants (56%) ont dit avoir des 
proaches pevents résident ailleurs que dans la province oh eun-mimos 
vivent avtuellenent (voir Qs 2>( 5, Bo 1053) » 


De meme gue les Canadiens engiais sont lea plus mobiics 
ile sont augsi ceux qui ont ie plus de parenta résidant dans d'autres 
provinees gus ia levr. Par ailleurs, les Canadiens frengais sont coux 
qui out le moing de parents vivant hore de la province oh ile viveut, 


Ge sont evx, dailleurs, qui se sont le moins déplaeés 4 travers le 
Canada. 
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| Nous savers gue 308 deg Canadiens out d634 véeiaé 
ailieurs que dans la province of ils sésident & l’houre actuelle eo 
que plug de Is moitie ont des prockes parents hors ée leur province 
de résidence » 


Gea Observations portent sur Je mobiLité ae fait des seng. 
Ezeminons maintezant leurs préféxencea quant & la ONS oo iis 
aimernient vivre, A cette fin nous avens posé le question avivente: 
"A past la province ob vous vives actucllozent quelic eat Maxire on 
les autres provinces du Canada of vous aimevies le plus vivre?” 


Kotous immé@iatement que 43% des réponiants sépoudert 

qu’ ils uta aimevalent pas aiier vivre dans ume avire province du Genade. 
Bar contre, Ie province le plus choieie (21% de la pop atts te ent 

is Colombe Eritenmnique. ies avtreg choix portent sur l'Ontario 

(plus de 92)» Manitoba, Saskatchenen ou Alberta (ante 7.7% ot 127). 
Seulement 5% aiwereient alier vivre eu Québec. Avtant (4%) choisiasan’ 
loa UarLiL mas. (Voix Qc 2-73, 214, po M=52).. (Evidemment, 1s ees 
de ceux qui aameraient vivre dans me autre province que la leur e 
affestée par le nombre de peraqmmes dene notze échentillom ne vivant 
pas €é6j8. Gans cette province). Imes Caundicne frangais sont cour qui, 
comme nous pouvions nous y attendxe, sont le moine préte 2 aller vives 


je4 dt avenivy Pols tique éu Carada 


4 is, deste eection est eonsnerde & l*amlyse der questions 
portant sux le eclution préférés par les répondents en ce qui concerne 
les destinées politiques du Cemade et en particulier au désir de la 
esparation politicus de la province de Québee, 
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Nous avons dezanéé A le population ‘quelis: solution elle 
peéiézait quant & Lavenir politique de la provines da 2 Quékee, 42% 
disen’t cue ls position ds la province ae Québee dang le Contd: lération 
devrait rester le mize. Mais le quart (soit 24.2%). neétendent ous 
le guuvemmont 2ddéral devrait avoir plus de eenteéle qu’al on a 
actisilement aur le provines de Québeo. Trée pen pengent que le gourex: Se 
% £éaéeral devrait avoir moins de eontréle qu'il ex a actusllenent 
ae @) eb eneoxe moins sont favorsbles & la e€pavation da Quépee du 
weate du Cenade (3.4%) (voir @. 3-69, po M-7&). 


Ges tendences cout au niveau de Lensemble des Gansdiens. 
Neils nous savons que le Québec a, depuia nombre d’années, défendu is 
(Shuse eutencmiste. Nous devrionus dons uous abtendre & ce que les 
Cauadiens frangais se disent moins que les autres fevorables & & ung 
plus grende centralisation a1 comtrdle 3 Otters. En fait, la solu. 
tion ta plus souvent préférde, quel que got le groupe sthnigue, ess 
que la position du Québse reste lo mone, au seein de in Gent éderaelane 
Gependemt, Jes Ceundiens frangais sont Légirement moins préts que les 
autres & ecagidésor cette solution comme la plus soubkaitable, (Voir 
Q. 3-695. po U~78 on le Tableau B05)¢ 


Nos domées révélent d'autres part que les Caradiens francais 
eons plus faverables aus les axtres & une diminution du contraie axexeé 
par le gouvernement fédéral, Mais il est trés intéressant de notor 
que les Conadiens frangais, pas plus que les autzes, ue présonisont 
la eéparation du Québec du reste du Canede. Enfin, come nous pouvione 
nous y actendye, ile fevorisent moins que les autwes ums centralisation 
Plus grande du pouvoir fédéral. 
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eaizaprendsé L’angivese deg réouliats relatifs 
au edpacatiane, jie xessant d’indiguer la prepewsion de ceux 
2 ecurant de L'existence cu mewrement sdpayaiiste, Ie 
majorite deg Consdiens eonnajesent L’existence du spparatiane, en. 
effet 87% set av courant de eon existence. (Voir Q. 3-735 ps M79). 


, Quant 6 L'ettitude par zapport & la eépazation du Quénew 
du reste du Ganaéa, on trouve qu’uue forts majorité s'y oppose 
(34.3%) » (vole Ge 5745 Po 82), 


im disfevense entre les groupes ethniqgues sur cette quegthen 
est cases minime. les Canadiens frangaie ne sont gubxe plus favorable 
& sevie sépaxation que ne le sent les autres groupes ethuiques. Tes 
Comadiens francais sowt, mais Légbrement, plus indéeis que les avkres 
& ce aujes (157% vs 9.7% e% 127%). 


En ¢e qui coneerne, le cas des gens gil se 262iniasent 
Ganadiens genus autres apécifications, on peut observer que leure 
opinions ne dittérent pas de celles des autres répandoute, spat que 
seu d’ expression francaise, ne faverisent pas du teut ia séperatio 
du Gudbec du Ganada, 


Quant aux perecanes qui se sont ddelardes inddsises au 
gujet de la agparation du Québee Gu weste du Canada, 1a question 
mivante leur a été adxessde: "“Peute@tre n'Otes-vous pas déeidé, 
mais si vous Cevies prendye une déeision, serles-vous ‘enbé de Lavorther 
ie eépareation du Québse du reate du Canada?" 


A cette question 40.5% se digent contre 1a séparation. 
37.6% néefficment leur dndéeision e% seulement 14% sevedent tentés d: 
tavoriser la aéparation. (Voir Qs 3-15, p. M=B0). 
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eS Avelewies vig- pleviin 1_ Jee Canpéiens Prongais 
Etre favorables ou non au giotu quo, proposer un contxdle 
plus on moins grand du gouvermement £édérel sur le province du Qusbee, 
Ou Se dixe favorebles ov défavorables & la zuptuve entre le Guébec at 
leg autres provinces cavadiennes ne nous informe que partiellement sue 
te fait que l'on soit favorable ou non aux Canadiens francais, Nous 
poseéiens déj& cepemwlent L’inddee a°wme ineatiefeciion de is pazt des 
Cauadiens non frangaia puisqu'une proportion essen cousidérable d' ontxe 
eum proposent un ecantrdéle plus grand de la part du guwernenents fédéral 
sur le Québec. A ee dexuier propos, nous apporterens maintenant quelques 
peécisiong, en qxzaminant les wépouses chtemes & des questions portent 
sur les opinions des répondants quant & Ja fagon de vivre des Canadiens 
francais et au problées de ln subvention des éeoles conadiennes=frangaines 
situges hors du Québec, 


Ae ie Facon de Vivre des Canndieng Fram 


A&A le question: "Penseg-vous que les Canadiens francais 
devraient s'eflercer de conserver leur fagon de vivre au qu'iis 
devyraient vivre daventage comme le raste des Canadians?” 44% de 
le dicount qu'ils devreient s’efforcer de conserver leur 
fagon de vivre. Des opinions nuaxedes ont aused ot6 exprinéss: 127% 
disent quiils devraieut conserver leur facon de vivre of elle ne mxit 
pas eu reste des Canadiens 64 8.5% affirmenut guile pouvent consorver 
leur fegon de vivre tout en vivant devantage come iss eutres, (Voir 


Qe 3<17 s De M81). 


Si une proportion élevdée de Canadiens, ée chaeun des 
groupes ethniques prétendent que les Canadiens francais devrataut 
davantage vivre comme le reste des Conadiens, 236 soulenen’ des 
Canadiens frangais se digent de cet avis et 47% ad’entre ou: effirmen’t 
que leur propre groupe devrait s'efforser de conserver sa fagon de 
VIVVS. 
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B. J@ Question Secleixe 


Du Sentizent exprimé sur la fagon sénérale de vives dog 
Canadiens fvengais, passons A un probline plus conere: velié & oe 
sontiment, & savoivs la subvention cae ies gouverncsnents provincianz 
des écoles freacaissa sitwvées hors dv Québee, Ce sujet a soulevé 
besnooun ce discussions au Québee ¢¢ parmé les minoritds francaisces 
des Guires proviness. Nous sesaierons de voir si leg Canadiens o’en 
preunent en géaéral ou caractére francais ou catholique acs deoles 


canadismmen-francaises. 


Nous evons demandé aux répendants: "“Penges=vous que les 
QOUVETMEMENES provineieus devraien’t subventiomer ies éccles eathol Lgues 
frangaiees & luenge des Cansdiens fvancais awi vivent en dshere Gu 
ae Ie majorité (532) sont ééfavorablea & ls subvention de ces 
écoles alors que 29% se disent favorables et 9% se disent favorable 
“si les Canadiens frangais sont asses nombreux”. (Voir 0, 1-66, 
Po M26), 


Suy @¢ point les Canadiens frengais divergons d’ opinion 
avec ies autres groupes ethnigques. En effet, 60% dentre eux sont 
favozables & cos subventions, alors que les Cauadieng engiais (14%) 
ainsi que Mensenile des autres groupes ethniques (22%) le sont eRe: 
moins. la-majorité des gens qui ne sont pas de langue france: ine, en 
Zeit, s‘opposent & ces écoles. TR m’y a done que lee Cemadious francaise 
qui, solent vraiment fevorableg & la subvention és eee ccoles, 


tt 


te question précédente comrend deux éideents Londencutmr: 
un aapect eatholique e+ un aspect canadienjfrencais, Nous ne sevons 
pas ai lee répondante sont Jiéfavorables ow fevorables A l'm on A 
L' autre aspect de cette question. Si les deux groupes ethniauss pine 
Cipaxt se sont souvent retrouvés come antagouistes sur le plan o7 sonigua, 
it y 2 eu aussi dens le passé, au sein de certaines provinces, des 
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 ROUveMOnte antiecatholiques. Pour nous rendye compte de Li importance 
de i’un om de l'autre de ces agspecta, nous evaminerons les réponses 
& ia question evivante: 
84 cog deoles n’dtaient pas des éecles catholiques, penser 
vous que lege gouvernemerte provineioux devraient subventionnes 


dea écoles frangaices & I'usage dee Canadiens fraugais aus 
vivent en dehorg du Québec?” 


i@, proportion deg gens qui sont favorables & le subvention 
des deoles eaxuadionnes-frangaiges nonecathsliques par groupe ethnique 
est présentde deme ie Tableau 8.4. Ge tableau perset de faire uno 
ecuparaigon avec lea abtitudes des répondants qvant aur aubventions 
gouvernementales & des écoles canadiennss-frencaises ot catholigues. 


Pour l'ensemble de i’ dehantilion la non-confeasionalité 
ne Zait avuoume différence, Towkefols, on observe que leg Canadions 
augiais et ies “autres” sont léghvement plus fevorables A des sub 
FONGLOnS gouvernementales quand iee écoles comadionnes-francaises 
ne eont pas catholiques (une diffdrence 4'& peu prée 5%), Cuant 
aux Canadiens fvanugeis, c'est L'inverse que l'on cheerve: i} y 2 
environ 5% de plus qui faverisent deg subyentions & ges éccles canedLenne gs. 
frangaiges ei celies-ci sont catholiques. 


fabieau 8.4 : | a . 


Attitudes quant aux Subventions Convernementalies 


aux Ecoles Canadiennese-Francaises away 2 nee LA 
c? 


C.Ao C.F. AUTRES TOTAL 
Gg : 3 c5 J 


PEELS AN EOE SION 


{ 
(2 
palette id at det ad cs 


YOANN. 


Ao Favorable A des subveutions ; 
& des éeoles canediennes. 2442 1461 27 65 38.0 
CESNGAI.ELe St catholiques 


3B. Favorables & des subventions 
& der écoles canadienne 26.6 69.3 32.0 40.4 
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Notons toutefois que la printipale difference ect entre 
Les Sanadiens francais et tous les autres: les premiers favarisent les 
subyenticns en forte wajorite, les derniers s'y oppesent dans ung sussi 
forte majorite. 


Une autre question dont l'intention était 4' élininer 
11 SLénent Yinanejer de ja gquesbien présdédente, a été posdée eux membres 
de i'éehentilion. Cette question ge 21t comme sults 
"S'il fallait faire un choix, pensez~vous que ce serait 
mieux pour le Canada gue les écolea scien: divisées en 


écoles catholiguas et nonecatholiques ou divisdes en 
_ge0les prenpaieeg:* et angloises?™ 


ia distribution des répanses par groupe ethnique apparals 
aw tableau: 8.5, On cheerve d'abord que 5.9% des Canadiens frenceis 
vefusgent de faire un choix entre une division confessionnslis et une 
divigion ethuigue alors que 30.7% et 26.55 dea Canadions anglais 
et des "Autres" reapectivement refusent de faire ee choix. 


Tabi eau Bo i") 


Ghoix entre Ecoles Confesmionnelles et Ecoles Ethuiques 
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Paverisent une ‘ou llantre divigion 51.9 ' 78.6 55,5 
Ne faverisent pas ume divisien — Riel 2 2645 
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Prétérences de ceux qui Savorisent 

une division: 
Division en gecies eatholiques 
et nonseatholiques 42.6 — 35.6 47.5 
Division en éceles frongsises | | 
et anglsises 3563 Bled 29.4 
Lee deux divisions sont auned . 
iuportantes 24o1 2162 2361 

(5797)... (5545) (390) 
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* Tableau partiel, Le tableau complet apparalt & ia Ge 1+68, po. le27. 
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dour : is foie noms présentées pour les répondante qui ont fait wm | 
ae choix ‘gevierent. Ce tablesu nag révele pas de différences feappantas vo 


i entre les trois catégories ethniquas. Thy a une ldgire tendance Py. 
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PlutSt que de nous en tenix mea aux diftérences 7 
| a opinions sur L'imité canadienne et ia présence frangaise, aclon i 
 ‘-Bflethnieité, nevus ajowtons aves cette deuxiiee partie des facteurs . 
i que nous avians jusguiici négligds, principalement des facteurs 
Becia-concmigquess, certaines carnctéristiques du miljeu du répondent, 

lag et jes contacts extre grovpes ethniquerss Cex i) est A prévoir qu'on 
i plus de traxer des aifeéeences entre Lee groupes ethnigues, mous f 
: en sronverous entre clagses sociales ena régions, IL est meme possible 


GUS importantes que celles gui oe par nee entre classes. | 
sociales. 


que des difvéxences observées entre les groupes ethoiques soisnt parfoia : 


7 Vu le nombre cousiddrable de questions discwtées dens 
ee chapitre, ; leg yésultats de cette partie sexont présentées de 
fagon sommaire. 4. Seulement les principales variations selon is 
— statut soclo=économique, le région, Le bilinguisue et 1 See seront 
i: préseutdes. ms. sera ainsi plus facile a’avoir une vue d’engembic, 
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politiyes 
i que les sirkres favorisent Leunexion poliviqua du Canada aux Etete~ 
F 2 Unis e 


b. Lopposition & l'anmexton politique s'asereit avec le degré 

a’ instruction, le revenu et le gtatut professionnel. Laie eestte teudance 
egt moins proncncée parm les Ganadiens francais que paxwi las evtres _ 
ELOUP]T. 


¢, Tes réponésuts des Maritines sont plus favorables & Lannexicn 
politique que ceux des autres provinces. Parui les Canadiens anglais, 
les rézideate des Neritimes et du Québec y sont plus favorables ous 


ceux de l'Ontario et de i'Ouest. Paral les Canadiens frangais on est 


plus favorahie & Liannexion politique dans les Meritines et 1 Cust 
qu’ en Ontario et au Quéhes, 


a, Ia moitié de le pomiation opte favorablement pour l*union éeonamicue 
_  awee les Btate-Unis et un pou plus du quart ae dit défavorable & une 

telle megure. Les Cenadieons frangais sont plus faverables gua les 

autres & cette union. | 

bd. Plus on est instxuit, moins on est favorable 4 cette union. Cette 

tendance est absente, oepeniant, ants it s’agit du revem:, cu du status 

professionnel. 

So ies diftférences régionales dans la distribution des opinions sur 

i’unien économique sont eouparables sux variations données au sujet 

dé Lt'undion politique. 
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ie plus favorables A ue telle mesure, Ceuxeed sont dene A la fois 
plus faverables que les autres 4 le orémtion de. Liens plus €txoite 
aves les BtsteUnis en mime temps gu’& we dimimrbion de 2'ulilisation 
7 fe caplieux éirengers. 


‘ De Plus is degré d'ingtruevion e'éLéve, moins on eat daceord aven 
: une diminution de d'utilisation des eapitaus étrangers. Getta 

2 a? | tendants est beaucoup moines proncnede parmi tea Cenadiens fzangais 
m que perm les autres groupes. 
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a fa amcyenees deg Comadiens n'ont vdew que dang ime esule provinces. 
Les Conadiess englein sant ceux qui, per ailleurs, comnalasext La 
plus grande mobilité gfographique et Jes Canadiens frengeia sont 
ceux parmi Lesquels elle est ia plus basse. Un nou plus de Ia moitie 
gag citoyens ont des preshes parents hore de iewr province ot 6’ ant 

porn les Canadiens anglais que la proportion est Ia plus forte. 
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&o En 66 gui conteme Toe 30. eLitigue Gu Québec, La solu bh 
préférée est le gtagu quo. Farmi les Canadiens fvangais wna 
boune proportion préfirent wu contréle moindre a'dttasa, ania 
shen les quires citoyens oa préfare plue de sonirdie, Leu opens 
pee te HEPARAG SHE 2 on est géucrelement somies on same OPEL» 


b TL y @ eeu de aiteérence gelon les facteurs secio-deononigques, 
Haig parMh les Canediens frengais, plva on est instruit, mine 
on favorine un contrdle de la part a’ Ottam, 


6. es répondants des. Maritimes s'opposent moing que ceux des swhree 
végiong & la. ecpaxation du Québec du reste du Canada. Coux qui. s’y 
oprosent de plus sont Lon Canadiens anglais eb les Pat aig 
Québec. 


a ie commeisvance du edparatiaan et L'idée que l'on =’en fais as 
sont pas lides en générel aves tc bilingwiems, maie plus les Gavadions 
francais comeiesen’ 2 Lfangisig, plus iis sont opposée au aéparatisme. 
Parmi ies Caundiens anglais l' opposition ent. surtout forte parm’. ceux 
qui parent Le francais aves quelque ou beansconp de ditfieulté. 


@, Ip proportion des Canadiens angles pour de gistu. quo est plus 
Gievée quand iis ont des covtacte avec les Canediens francais. Guend 
ils ont des contacts avec les autzes groupes iis eont plus pour un 
plus grand contrdle d'O¢tawa que loxsqu’ils mien ont pas, Avoir des 
contacts augmexte L'eppogition & ta séparation du Québec. 
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ae dixe que les Senadiens francais éavzatent sefforsex de vi¥ED comme 
les autres Ganadiens et affizment beaucoup plus quiiie derraient 
s’eftoreer, au contraixe, de couserver leur facon de vivre. 
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>. Im proportion de ceux a. voulont que lem Canadiens francais 
vavent comm le reste deo Gsnadiens xeete forte & irevern toutes ies 
elasses d’éaucetion, de gevenus on d'oseupations. Maia | plu he dares 
élinstmetion eugsente, pine on hipaa wax Zagon ée vivre propre aux 
Canadiens frangais, 


Bo les répondante seu diverges categories ethmiques vivant dens les 
diverseg rigions da paye-- y compris les Ceradiens francais vivant: 
hors du Québec ° sond plup souvent d'avie quo lee Cansdlens francais — 
éevraient vivre coume les autos Canadiens que ne le sont 1 

Canadiens frengaie du QUEBEC » 


&. Im conmmeisemer do la langue de l’avtre groupe n’affecte pas 
L'opinion dep répondants sur eptte guestion. 

- Loppesition & 1'idée que les Canadiens freaceis conservest lous 
“en ae udvne cimizne quand iss répomdante ant dee contests avec lea 


a Une Proportian beaucaup plus grande de Siccbiiaten CAMA eneet rencRis 
que dos eutres répondants favorisent deg gubveutions eux éoeles francaises , 
emtholiques ou mom. Pour ce qui eat du choix entra um sysiius comfessionne? 
et um systime basd sur le lengus, los xépondests dee divere grousey 
ethniques, seuf leg Canadiens frengaias, prétirent 2 ayatene BOUSLS o 


b, Farm lee Canediens frengais, plus om oot inetruit, glug on faverise 
ia gubvention dea écoles francaiess, oxtholiques on won, alore que chos 
les autres L’anveree se produit. . 

c. ites Canadiens frangais den ditzérentes régions, wale pextinw)idcament 
eoun des Maritimes et du Québec, faverisent dea aubvantions gourerns— 
monteles & deg Gcoles feengaiser. 


ao Plus is commaiesence de la Langu ent grande, plus om Zevoriaoe iz 
sabventlon des écoles femngn deed, cathaliques ou non, 


e. lee Canadiens sagleic gont moing fowoxn bles & cotte eubyention quand 
ils ont des contacts aves les autres groupes quo quand dis nien ent ERS. 
et ios Canadiens frangaia deas la mene gituation le sums plus. 
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cuapioRe 9 


BILOIGUISUE AU CANADA 


Dang cette premiere section du préssnt chanitre, nous 
traitercnus de im distribution générale par groupe ethnique des 
wéponses. obtenues & wi certain nombre de questions qui, par leur 
contenu, tendent toutes & mesurer la situation du bilinguwiane a 


Gangda . 


rh eat particuliérensnt intéreseant de se demander quelle 
est io répartition de la population interrogde dens cette étude en 
$6 qui concerme les langues principales parides? Bn autre, i] est 
aussi important de se demander jusqu's quel point le bilingrisme i.e, 
ia Gonnaiesance du francais et de l'anglais, est répandu des points 
de yae Paciiite de lecture, facilité dtezpression. Enfin, A cuel 
degre les groupes ethniques du Canada utilisent-ils la langue francaise 
si elie n'est pas leur langue principale et & quel degrd utiliseni~-ile 
Langlais si cette langue n'est pas la leur et par quele moyens eet~-on 
surteus appre le frangais ou L’angiais selon le ena? 


A ig situation de fait que les réponses eux quegtions 
préecdentes auront établie, vient s’ajeuter wm ensemble de questions 
qui voudront préciser quelies attitudes et auelles opinions ies divers 
groupes ethniques interviewés tiennent A liendroit du bilingulexe au 
Cavada, En fait, novs nevs demandereng ei Jes Canedieng de diversse 

allégeanees ethnigques favericent plus ou moins ume emélierstian du 
bilinguisme des gouvernements provinciaux et siile consentent olus 

ou moins & ce que les services du gouvernment fédéral sbient ihe 
angleis et frangais? In d'autres mots, ca que nous apnellerons isc 
bidinguaeme officiel est-1i aceepté ches les divers gxoupes de 


Sanadiens? 


20{- 


De pivs, la population pour elle«mome dane son egir 
quotitian, soveptest—w~elle Le Zai% billingne au Conadas désire-t-glie 
que ee Lait siaméliors soit on apprenant elleamtne ie langue gu'eile 
ne eonnalt pas, Soit en consentant & ce que ses enfants apprennent 
& l’éeole primirve les langues offieielles du vays: tend«elie 4 
vyouloir reetreindre le bilinswieme & le province de Québec: en?in 
soneidere-teelie Miavenir du aie naar de maniére plus ou moins 
favorable? 


En some done, dans cette premidre partie nous analyssrons 
teut a'eabord le situation du bllinguieme au Canada et en secend lieu 
comment les groupes ethniques du pays réaglasent fece aux possi bi lites 
alaméliorer cette situation. 


Netons en premier lieu que les 2/3 des réponients de 
estie étude désiarent avoir coume langue principale L'angieis, tandis 
que les 28.7% de la population interrogée parient le frangais et cue 


les 3% de la méme pepulation parient ume autre Langue que le fromcaie 
et L'sngiais. 


in second lieu, mis & part, les deux groupes etimiques 
omineipaux du pays (Canadiens anglaia, Cenadiens frengais) dow: la 
ieangue prineipele est & plus de 90% soit l'anglais, soit le francais, 
observons gue lee Canadiens qui se disent appartenir & un groupe autre. 
parient & 70% l'anglaia, & 287 ume lengue qui n'est ni le francais ot 
anglais, & 15 seulement le frangais. Enfin chez les personnes 
interyiewées qui se disent teut simplemext canadiennes, mentiemoon 
cuveiles oe dens des proportions semblables (plus de 90%) Langlais 


et le francois, & un niveau moindre (70%) ume autre lengue gue celle 


wre 


(i) Les diverses proportions mentionsées dens cette section spparaissent 
& 1a Question 1-/4, Tome M, page W+-29, 
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| Diautre part, les eee ae i qnec: shone. edie dengue parton 

- : vous le mieux: Liengleis, le frengais ou une arbre dengugen 

YD :  wévilent pour l'ensemble de la population intexrogée ces proportions 
a senblables a colies qu'on vient de souligner. En @’autres nota, 

We ay il y & presque colueidence entre les réponses & la question qui. demande 

in quelle est votre lengue principale et celle mentioundée ici, tout au 

moine des difvérenses gu’on pourrait souligmer sont insignitiantes 

et par suite d’eveune portée. 


Si nous considdérons en dernier Liew 1' dvalution 
intergénératiomelie é¢ la langue paride (i.e. les répondants et 
jews parents (pire et mire) ent=iie ls mime lengue principale) 2) 
on observe certaina changements principalement signifieatifs ches 
lem Gaundiens qui es disent appartenir & wm treisiéws groupe ethnique. 
| En effet, 69% de cea répordants avaient des paroxte (pire et mire) oud. 
i: perlaient une autre langue que le frangais et l'anglais, Or, ses 
sépoudants ne gout dang cette situation linguietique que dans une 
- proportion de 27.6%. Ils ont relativenent & lewss parents adepié 
iengieis en grande partie. Gest ce quien peut observer au Tablesu 


> gui. suite 
tableau 9.41 
Byrolution Intergénératiomellie de la Langue 
Pariés dene le Groupe des Ganadiens “Autres” 
i Pere Midre Répendant 
7 Autre lengue — 6904. 69.4 27.6 
Tangue anglaise 23.0 28.0 50.6 
| Tengue anglaise et . ee | 
| ume eutre Langue Ve ae FY | 19 64 
a Tengue francaise | a oe Aol 
as | . (1680) (1680) (1695) 
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@) Tes propersions obbenuss & cette uaresok appaxnaseent eu. Tone UM, 
‘ Question 2222, page M=35. Les références au Tome ll renvoie avz 
er WA Study of Interethnic Relations in Canada". 


> ey Questions 2-19 et 2-20, page M54, 
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Chez Les xépondeats qui se disent canadienseanglais e+ 
cangdionusefrancais on. obsoxve aucsi wae certaine Gyolution de is 
langue parlée, xelativement & celle de leurs parents. Dang les dew: 
vas on observe Liadoption de im langue Guglnise par les répondenis, 
Ainei, chez les Canadiens anglaie 9.3% das pres parleient ue euixro 
Langue que Liangiais et ig frengais, ehez lcs répondants, iL n'y en 
& plus que 0.4%. Far contre 87.3% des pire et 97.3% des répondants 
ont comme Langue principale L'isnglais. En d'autres mots, les 
répondants dont le Langue principale des péres Gtait une autre 
lense que Langlais mm: le 2reneais owt comme langue principals 
itanglais. IL en ext aingi pour environ 4% des répondants eenedions~ 
franeais dont les pires avaient comme langue princinale le frangais. 
Ges xépondants effirment avoir mintenant comme langue principale soit 
L'angleis sevl, soit Langlais et le francais. 


B, Maciiité de lecture du Brancats e% Ge L'Angisis 


Si nous considérons maintenant la facilité de lecture 
au frangaie pour Les Canadiens dont le lengue principale n'est pas 
le francais et de i'anglais par ceux dent la lengue principeic n'est 
pas cette langue, on peut observer (Tableau. 9.2) quiue plus erande 
yrovortion (32.2%) de Ganadiens francais savent lire sans difficul.sé 
l'anglais reletivement & la preporbion (4%) de Canadiens anglais qui 
xépondent pouyeir lire le francais sane diffieulié. De mene ia 
proportion (62.6%) dee Canadiens anglais qui ne pewren} peas Lire 
du tout le frengais est beavcoup plus importante que eelle (29.7%) 
des Canadiens frangaisa qui ne peuvent pas Lire du tout L’anglaic. 


Gn ee Qui, concerns les xGpordants qui se disent appamtenix 
& um autre groupe que cangdien-englais ou canadien-frengais, leur 
aptitude & Lire le francais correspond & celle des Canadiens angleis, 
eur aptitude & lire l'engiais est par contre Glevde, In d'autres 
mOth, ces personnes senblent apyartenir linpuigtigquement au groupe 
des Canadiens angieaia. IR en est de méme des répondantes gui se sont 


définis comme “Canadiens” lorsque leur langue principale esj l'anciais. 
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Tableau 9.2 


Proportions de Réponcauts Porvant Lare 


une Langue Seeonde (Frongais,Angleis) 


CoA, o Cute 
Langue le franceis l'anglais 
seconde ; P L 
Lue pp - 
sess # ee LESLIE TT TELLS AIA TE LA IEEE NEI EUR ERE SO TO TST EE AE NRIs NI ame 
gens diffieulté + G0 | 3262 5.4 36.5 
avec quelque diffieulté 17.4 2504 1624 59.61 
avec beaucoup de 
difficulté 16.3 1405 10.0 9.8 
pas du tout 62.6 29 of 68.8 41.47 


nal) (6605) (4659) ees seem tliat 


LPS ) O RT ESE cide ae 


hangue “Bneinise ~"~Prenesice™ ot Tune erre Jancue 

seconde le francais anglais Bi Baek Lone 

Lue francais #lois 

ICE OE LALLA LOL A IE LT ON CLO ELC NES NO ATE NE RESTATE OE mt eH erence mcacetacnaa aA 

sens di2fioulté 4.8 72.5 25.5 65.9 

avee quelque diffieulté 719.7 20.69 1725 1461 

avec beaucoup de | 

diffieulté 200 Tel 6.4 pres) 

pas au tout . 55.5 5.5 : 55.26 Coed 
(5073) (482) a LEN, (197) 


NE TCR AR a NS ee? Se 


Quant & ceuZ de ce groupe dont ia lengue principale eat le francais 
on ume autre langue que le frangais et L'anglais, en sutent que ie 
nombre Ge cas le permet leur comaissance de l'anglais derit est trés 
Glevée chez les premiers (72.5%), plus faible chez les seconds (56.6%). 
in some Gone, om observe encore ici une Porte faciiité de lecture de 
itangleais chea les Conadiens dont la langue principeie est le francais 
et une assez Palble facilité & lire le francais chez ceux dows ia 
langue principale n'est pas cette Langue. 
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C. Zacilitg de Parler le Frencais et Lisnglois 


Lorsqu’on demande aux répondants de cette étule stits 
peuvent pexrler plus ou moins aisément ie francais si cette Lengue 
n'est pas leur langue principale et s'lis peuvent parler plus ov 
moins aiscment Lianglais si cette langue n'est pas leur lengue 
principale, ou observe (Tableau 9.3) les mémes faite que ceux notés 
pour im Sacilité de Lecture de ces deux langues, 


fableaen 9.3 


Proportions de Répondants pouvant Parlier 
le Frengais et l'Anciais 


POF APSA ASI TANS RO FRIES ERE SRLS NIE YB" TO AEN AERA Pe NA 


BaF let ode dmneUe Cubs C.Fo  _GAMADIENS AugmS 
seconde jengue «langue 
frangeise engleise 
lead moteels pried te tome eee gf weer Sen ae 
Son diffieukié 344 28 66 508 44.3 
eyee quelque difficuité 12.9 25,8 15.1 46,3 
avee beaucoup de diffienled 1547 16.3 41769 209 
pes du tous. | 63.6 . 28.2 69.1 31 
| (41121) (6605) (1659) (543) 
Pavler Ja lengue an cANADIENS DE LANGUR 
seconde anglaise Trancaiee d'ume autre langue | 
ie frangais L’anglels © le Li are 
fraugeis ZLALS 
gens difficult 5.0 67.0 34.0 69.1 
avee quelque dixvfieulLté 15.4 22,0 722 16.2 
avec beaucoup de diffieulté 16.4 6.6 12.8 43 
pas du tout 64.3 4.4 4§ 0 201 
(3082) (182) (235) (491) 
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Eu effet, ies Canadiens dont la langue principale ost le 
frangais répondent ne pas pouvoir parler du tout l'anglais & 28% tandis 
que les Canadiens dont la langue principale est l'anglais ou we autre 
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‘langue que Manglais ou le francais répondent ne poe paxler du tout 
le frangois & 70% environ, Aimed dont le bilinguiame au Cenada pour 
ee gui concerne ia coumiesance de la éeuxiéme lengue pour chaque 
groupe ethnique est plus répendv chez les Canadiens dont la lengue 
prinei pale est le francais, 28.6/ dentre eux ayant déclaré parler 
Langlais sens diffieulté relativement & 3.4% des Canadiens engleis 
gui par rlent ile franepis sons diffievlté. 


En ce qui concerne 1’ étendue du bilinguisme des parents 
on constate oui plus gxand nombre de réoondants conadicns=francais 
ont des parents qui parlent l'anglais, relativement aux répendants 
senadilens«anglais qui oxi des arg aul parient Le frangais , La 
aiffévence est de L'erdre de 3574 ‘ Relativement ou bilinguieme 
des répondants eux-mémes canadiens-angleis e+ canadiens-frangais on 
pout affirmer que le situation est sensiblement la méme. En effet, 
15.3% des répondants canadiens-angisis hig le francais sana 
diffieulté et avec quelque difficulté et 55.4% des répondants canadiens= 
francais parient anglaise sane aifficulté e% avee quelque difficultd, 
soit une différence dens le bilinguisme de ees deux groupes de 39.1%. 
L’ éyolution intergénératiomelle du niveau du bilinguieme (anglais, 
francais) chez les deux groupes ethniques principaux du Canada semble 
done relativenent statiounaive et la situstion du bilinguieme des 
parents apparalt Stre sussl celle des répondents: ce sont les Canadiens 
francais gui sont éaventage bilinguas. 


D, Utitisation du Prenceie et de i'Anglais 


Sens égard & tout awtre factaur, Les Canadiens qui déclarent 
utiliser tous les jours le frangais si cette langue n'est pas la leur et 
Liangleig si cette lengve n'est pas la leur, seni proportionneliement 
glues nombreux dans Le deuxiéme cas (utilisation de l'anglais) que dens 
Le premier cas (utilisation du frangsis), En effet, 32.8% 2) dea 
Ganadiens frongeis aia commalasent & des degréa divers l'anglais, le 


t) Voir Tome es Question Qe21y page Me 34.6 
(2) ies divers pourcentages mentiomés dans cette section apporaisssat 
au Tome My Questions mit et 2-13, pages M-30 et M32. 
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x observe quella gue ‘podent les moyens wih sés, qu'une plus grend 

= proportion ae Gana diens froncais ont utilisé ces moysns pour D iptiins 
- Lianginis reletivement aux proportions de Canadians anglais pour 


apprenére le frengais par Les nenes MOYENS ¢ ae Cependant, cfest au 
qravadl que ies Canadiens francais ont davantage eppris L'asglais et 


ce etest & le aaigon que les anglais ont daventage eppris le frengais. 
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‘sont pas la Langue principale. 
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Deuxiéme Langue C.B, | OF. CAMADIONS AUTRES 

apprise: le francais a3 anglais Teaciaia. “le tra anges 

Maison 3009 45.7 4G wi 27 a0 
(3427) (4763) (497) (511) 

Travail | 1703 55.0 54.1 2309 
(3427) (4777) (488) (544) 

Lecture, télévision, 

cours du soir 1969 44.6 4865 1802 
(3436) (4777) (497) (571) 


Pax ailleurs si plue de Conadiens Pvancais om appris 
Lienglaio soit & la maison, ou travail et par la lecture, Ie télévision 
ov Les cours du solr relebivement aux Cenadions anglais qui ent 
appris le frengais per L'un ou l'autre de ses moyens, un plus grand 
nombre de Canadiens francais (63.9%) répondent avoir en des Lecons 
O’engisis & i'école velativement aux Canadiens anglais (55.8%) des 
Legons de francais & 1’ dcole a bepenidnt ia difference eet iel beaucoup 
meins importante que dans le cag de L'iapprentissage de L'anglais et du 
frencais eu travail et autrewent.. (¥Yoix Tableau 9.4). 


1:2... .kebisvdes Relatives & i* Extension du Bilinguiome Officios 

Dens cette section nous exeminerons les opinions des 
persomnes interviewées dans cette étude pour ce qui regarde une extene 
sion du bilinsuieme des gouvernemente provineiaux du pays et des 
services du gouvernement fédéral. 
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a Paik, 90.1% jen répondents uh se sont aéfinis canadieug-Lrancgeis 

: fovorisent ce bilinaiem, es autres groupes ethniques (Canadiens 
ae anglaise at Cenadiens autres) sort grovso modo partagés éealement | 
en pour (47.66 et 49.6%) et eomize (46. of, et 44.7%) le bilingzisms r 
officiel des guivermenents provineieaux du Canada, Le pour 1! emportant . 
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Bo “fous les Citayens Conediens do wsesont , Powyois Faize Affaive avec : 


ie Gouvernenent Fédéral on Brancois Ou en 3 
choix???’ 


uf gigig : peion Leu 


: ai plus grend sombre de répondeants (82.6%) sent dlaccord r 
. avec L'idée que Les services féddraux doivent Etre aussi bien frangeis a 
quienglais, relatirenent & a" opi: nion que 168 gouvernenents prov: inoteux a 
poient sci il bilingues (60.1%). En @ausres mote, Les 
Conadiens quele q ile pedent acceptent davantage le bilingwiews du 
gouvernement téddeal que celui des guuvernements provinciaux, les 
Canadiens frangais le sont & 96% et ies autres Conadieus (anglais 

et avires) le sont & 78% prés. 


C. Fives d'Euployés du Gowvernenent Feige) J. deveaienta iis is Parier 
oh, Auigleie ek te Francais? “a | 


7 
 o A cette question, 80.4% de 1a population interrogée répond 
7 favereblemant, let. @’accora. les Canadiens frangais soume predcédomueny 
gent forbemert on. fayveur (95.6%) du bilinguieme dea employés fédévaux. 
_ ies eutres Canadiens le sont moins, 73.7% dea Cauadiens anglais ayant 
épondu @accord | e% 15.356 en déeaccord, 71.1% daz autres Cenadiens ayant 
_ ay: oi ataccord eG & 16.88 en dgsaccord. 
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Dans Liensemble les personnes interrogées dene cebite 
étude faverisent L'idge au bilinguieme sans dgard & autume Langue en 
particulier. En fait, 12.9% des répondants n'ont pas cette opinion. 


‘T'stdée du bildnguisme est fortement répandue chez lea Canadiens 


froncain (94.6% dlentre eux ont rdépondu oui et 2.7% ovk, au moius 
deux Lengues). ies Canadiens anglais sant ceux qui acceptent ie 
noiny L'extension du bilduguiome, 19.3% d'entre ews ayant xépondu non 
& ia question, soit le plus forte proportion obtenue de gous gui ne 
ercient pam que de nos joura, il seit bon que L'en connaisae au 
ame dou Langusse Notons dtautve part que ies Canadiens eutxes 

2.6%) ont 426 opimions qui se rapprochent sensiblement de celles 
‘- Canadicns angiaines 


jot Aese 


tet oi on. (e3 pilin mad 


(Pensezwrous que ce serait une bome those ai taut ie 
monde au Canada varlait le fzengaia et i'angleis? Si 
vous on eves L'opportunité, aimeries<vyaus apprendre 

a parker Le frongaie, ou & améliover votre francais? 
Si. vous on aves L’oepportmmite, eimerieg~yous app: 12 as 
& porher i’ anglais, o1 & améliorer votze anglais?) ( ) 


Dawes cebte ecetion nous considérerens les réponses 4 
greis queskions de i' étude qui tendent & meeurer jusqu’d quel poiut 
tes Ganadiess acceptent Liexteneion du bilinguleme (engleis, frengai 
et juaqu'd quel point ils cont préte & apprendze Ja langue qu'iis ne 

convalesent pase. 


Globelement, 77.1% des personnes interragées considerent 
faverakhLement cy Lage que £¢ serait we bomme chose ai tout je monde 


216.6 
1,3__Extengion du Bilingwicme de 1a Population 
As LG ee e nos Joure Souk ie Monde Devrait 
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au Canada pordait te frangais et Langlais. En particulier, 95. 7% den 


répondants cenadiens-frangais ou de ie francaise sent Lortement 
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(4) Question 2-23, Tome i, page He 35 
(2) Quecéion 2245 Lome M, page UeSS5 
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de eet evis. len awtres Canadiens, angleia et autres, le sont 
beaucoup moins reletivement aux Canadiens francais, En erfet, 


pourcentage inféxieur de 26% & celui des répondanta francais. 


Cette réaction des Canadiens anglais et autres est 


21/1 2 


consistante avec leur volonté d'apprendre le francais (question 240), 


En effet, 31.7% de cen répondants n'aimeraient pas apprendre le 
frangais ou Lismélierer s'ils en avyeient Li opportunisé, 


leg Canadiens d'expression frangaise tendent 4A fléehir 
face & L'opportunité d'epprendre ou d'améliorer l'anglais, Ea effet, 


16% dtentre eux n'aimeraient pas faire cet effort. Ile sons cependant 


moins neabre que lee Genadiens (enclaie et autres) & se refuser, 


in some, les Cemadiens francais favorigent davantage 
ie bilinguisme reletivemsnt eux autres Cenadiens. De plus, tot 
en Stant moins affirmetif lorsqu'il s'agit d'apprendre ou d'anéliorer 
Mangiais, ile le sont tout de méms plus que les Canadiens anglais 
et subtres lersqu'il s'asit d’apprendre ou d'améiiorer le frangais. 


1,3 Bilinguisme Rédvit & 1a Province de Québec 


Dens cette secticn seront exeminges les réponses 4 deux 
questions " éans Lesquelies it a ét6 demendé si ls bilinevione 
devyait @tre pretiqué dans la province de Québec seulement. En 
d'autveg mots, Les Canadiens anglais devraient parler Le frangais 
dens Le Québec ot les Canediens francais L'angleaie parteut ca dehers 
Gu Québece 


ie Tableau 9.5 présente Les faites seillents sur les 
opinions des Ceuadlens reletivyement.& la comeissance du francis 


(4) Quewtions 7425 et 1-28, Tome M, pages M8 ob Me9, 
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dans le Québec et de Langleis en dehors du Québec, En effet, 22.2% 
des Canadiens angleis et 71.4% des Canadiens frencais sont alaccord 
avec i'idée qu'un Canadien anglais devrait parler le fvangais dans 
ie Québec. D'iawire part, 55.4% des Canadiens anglais interrogés 

et 52.4% des Canadiens francais sort d'accerd avec 1'idée que les 
Canadiens frengais devraient parler l'anglais partouts au Canada en 
dehoxs du Québec. On observe enfin des opinions sensiblement les 
memes que celles des Canadiens anglais chez les Canadiens autres cn 
ce qui coneerne 1a commeissence du frengnis dans le Québec pour los 
Canadiens anglais, Par contre, ces Canadiens désirent davantage que 
les Camdiens trangais parent l'anglais au Canada en dehors du Sudber. 


Tableau 9.5 


Propertions de ERépondanta d'aAccord avec 
le Bilinguieme du Québec Seulement 


oe 
Cade C.F. CANADIENS 
AUTRES 
Ge Ang % 


Paxter le francais dang 
de Québec seulement pour 
2ens anglais 


exier Lienglais partout 
en. dehors du Québee pour 
CGanediens francais 


: -_ 
Bien gue lea pexsonnes intexrrogées des groupes non 
canadicns-francais aient été en home partie (68%) . 
& l’idée gue ce serait une bome chose que tous les Canadiens paxrlent 
le fvangais et L'anglais, il apparelt ici que co bilireuisme devroit 
s'appliquer surtout aux Cenadiens francais et aroir cours surtoxt dang 
le Québec, C'est ce que le tableau qui suit sovligas. 
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(1) Voir Question 2~24, Tome M, page M35 et Seetion 1.4 de este 
partie, pages 10-11, 
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Hablean 906 


Bilinsviems pour Towt le Pays ot 
Bilinguigme pour Le Québee Seul 


CLA. Cad's CANADIENS 
AUTRE: 
| i fe ae Ms 
Bilinsiwzisme poux 68.5 — 2501 Ola5 ; 
tout le pays (77752) (7052) (4684) 
parler Ae 
reagan’ Page 22,2 7164 23.4 
er (47761) (7054) (1693) 
Dilinguisome | seulement’. 
¥ saosd at Parlier anglais 
Québee seul, aonet 
pepecbecn: Ne 9 55—4 5204 6403 
neared (74770) (7054) (4693) 
Québec 2 inal 


On peut eroive que Lem Canadiens franceis favorisent 
quant & eux un bilinguieme qui dépasse les fromtiéres du Québes, ic. 
gue non sevlemen| ils désirent que les Canadiens anglais perlent ie 
frengais dans le Québec (71.4%) mais qu'aussi euxmémes parlent l'anglais 


en @ehore au Quéhee (52.4%). 


cS Apprentissage de i'Anglais et du Frangais & 1'Eeole 


iovsquion s'informe auprds des personnes interrogées 
dans cette étude si elles pengent gue tous les enfants de Langue 
anglaise devraient apprendre le francais & l'deole vrimsire e+ ci. 
lnvergememt ceux de Llengue frengaise devraient y apprendre l'anglais, 
on observe que pour ce dernier cas L’ensemble de la poyuletion répond 
oui dans ume proportion de 91.9% (Tableau 9.7) et quielle répond ovi 
dans une proportion de 79.1% pour le premier cas. 


| Cette différence origine principalement des répendeants, 
soit canadiens-engieis, soit autres qui pensent beaucoup moins cue 
Les répomients conadiens«frangais que Leura enfants devradent apprendis 
Le francais & L'école primaire. En effet, 20.7% des répondants 
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canadiens-argiain et 27.0% des répondants "autres" répondent non & 
1% guestiion xelebivement & 5.4% des vépengdents canndiengo2rancgais 


qui ont eetie opinion négative. 
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Opinions sur i‘Apprentiseage de i'Anglaia | 
et du Francais & i'Beole Preinaire 
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Cole Cok s CANAD TENS BNSEMSLS 
_ Avares : 
rhaoserare iii 7269 94.0 > Ge 194 
sae ae (14770) (7054) (1693) (23459) 
Apprendre 2005 9504 I04 949 
Langlais (47470). (7044) (1693) (23449) 
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Gette maniére de penser de le population now franceise 
interrogée est consiatente avec ses opinions eur L'extension du 
bilinguisme au Genade, environ 20% de cette population ayant affiané 
que 66 ne serait pas we home chose si tout ie monde pavleit l’anciais 
et le francais ou Canada. @) Elle est eusel consistants aves es 
epinions qu'elie a sur ie bilinguiame reatreint & ia province de 
Québec. (Voir section 1.5 qui préeéde). 


jel venir du Francais comme Langue Parlée au Cenade. 


A ie question: "Pensez<vous que deus cinquamte ans la 
proportion des genus aul parleront te francais an Canada sera plus 
svande, la meme ou moins grande qu'actuellement?”., les persounes oui 
ont b€ interrogées ont xépondu de fegon optimisie, en ce sens gue 
57.1% dentre eller pensent que la proportion de francophones 
eugmentera, tandia que 14.6% peasent que cette proportion sera moins 
gvende, que 13.7% pensent qulelle sera la méus et qu'enviren 15% dee 
eépondents me se prononcent pas sur la question, 
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1) Voir Tome iM, page MeS2, Question 3-78. 
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Dens chneun des groupes de répendents (Canadiens ancleis, 
Canadiens francais, Canadiens autres) on constete des faits sembiables 
hk celud qu'on vient de signaler sauf que les Canadiens “autres gont 
meing positife eur l'avenir de la lengue francaise, 47% atentre eux 
oreyant que la propertion de francophones sara plus grande gu’actuslic-= 
ment, relativemant 4 59.4% ehes les Canadiens anglaia et & 57.%5 shes 
2e8 Canndiens francais. 
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Bifots de Cortaing Feeteurs sur leg 
Avtituées ot Oninteng Relatives su Bilinguicus 


Tene is. premiére partie de ee chapltre, il a é¢é 
observé que le fait q'étre ecanadien-francais et de ne pas i' Stra 
produisait de fagon zénérale des effets que l'on peut qualifier d’ oppo 
sé3 sur les attitudes et les cpinions tenues au Ganeda et & lL’ endrolt 
du bilinguieme, I’ eppesition dent i2 est question n’arait pas 
toujours la méme fore: mais on peut affirusr qu'slis était systema. 
tose? 

Dans ceite setende partie de notre analyse, nous nous 
demanderons si les Canadiens de etatute eecisux égaus tendent A réaci> 
en fonetion de ces ms atuts ou plutet en fenction de Leu i tidilinesins! 
ethnique en ce gui Goncerne le bilinguisme, En d'autres mots, rotrouves-tea: 
chez les Canadiens gui oceupent la méme position dans la sirustw~ sociale, 
des tendances & se conformer aux mimee opinions cans égara & leur 
appartenance ethnique? Sous cet angle existe=-teii dense ustre pays 
un certain accord que le stanit secial incline & introduire par 4eld 
les différences ethniques? En conséquenee, par le bisis du statut 
seeiel pourrait-on espéter ou non me amélioration de l'entente entre 
les Canadiens sur un pr«biéme eontroversdé tel que le bilingeuiame? 


Dans le cyatezte canadien d’autre part des facteurs liés 
& L"appartenance ethnigw ~~ région, lengus principale, connaissance 
de l'autre lengue et cowiacts avee um autre groupe etheique ane le sien = 
jouenb=-ilg dang le mame sens que le groupe ethnigue luieméme pour ainsi 
produire une situation difficile & transformer? 
(1) Voir Partie I, Sections 1.24 1. Tp PPo 214 & 221. 
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teLies sont ies CUSSTIONS AUZQUELLES BON8 You Yous 
epporter une résonec, Yous exeminerones en prender 420U j. ottet ces 
favteurs de esd sovial et en second Lieu L'effet des far ieure 
panes toniqus.> ara Lew &ttibudes et Spinions relevives su bili juiter 
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Hetong tout d’aberd que les factexs de statub sects! 
‘wevanu, education, ogeunetion) ne preduisent pas toujours dos effets 
avast“ hen’ bipn ceria” “Sn Pelt dani quelques ets 14 est ttposesh? 
ce vrdeiser quoigne ee gait, mie en pénden) lorientation est axes 
présies pour qu'on puisee affirwer dbs madirtenant qu’ un pratut aveia! 
plus élevé entratne ehen les Canadiene interrogéy une entente pluie 
pronozede & l'anireit de lL’ extension du bilinguisme eu pays. Bn 
c‘-srres mote, ches Lea Canadiens pilus instruitia, ou syan® ip clus 
haut revenu ¢u une oecupation de niveau supérieur, on observe des pr 
portions piue fortes de répomses gui favorisent L'instaurai io: du 
Giiinguileme eu Conade, 


A propos du Dilinguisme officiel, i.e, gue tous Les gover: 
neients provinciaug du Canada alent ecoume langues officielies ie francais 
at l’sngieie (2) et gue tous les citoyens a Canade. putesent faire 
affeize eves. 38 gouvernement fédéral en angisie ou en *rencaire sslon 
eur Ghoix a4 et due plus d’enployda du gouvernement Pédéral parle 


TranoALed et augiaia, (4) 47 aM ctre observé qua ty plus Sant 3st 
S0CtaL Coreeepoai um accord plus prongned suz tes guamtiens., “otn 


cependent que cet accord était parkiculicrement évident pour os jut 
resarde Le bDiliagiiene des pouvernements provwineleun et qu’id i “ei 


é°ume-mentére ning oye ty 6% mOins frapparte pour ee qui re ga: 
3 


les gervices fédézanx. 

(4) Questions 120; 1-22 e& 1-27, 
{2}. Question 4.26 

(3) Question t¢22 

a 


\) Question 1-27 


9) Yair TOO Ty, Gebleaux Po492, FeSO, P-ST1, Pedi, WeS04, Feé 
BahSi,g PubO4 @% Fo55O0, 
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3 “Aggeptation du Biltapuiame 


Lee faeteure de atatu® aceial appliqué aux questions 
grid mesurent each alse du bilingkieme de Ia population ¢cmne 
telle, & savoir, 7° pi eette population aongsidare le bilinguieme ecmue 
ume benne ual. ee ei eile est stp & faire des afforts pour 
apprendre is francain ou anglais’ 2) 5 af i ellie tongent & ce que 
les enfants arya apprennent & 1? ésole primaire l'anglais et ie 
francais (3) &% a” #3 elie tend & ote fu non que dans les faite 
le pilinewteme Beit ragtrein: eu Suéted * ‘ prodvisent dans tous les. 
ABs WA sffet dont i’ exientation est claire et précise, En effet, pour 
gnecuie des questions dort mows parlons fei, les persontes interrocdes 
dont Je gtatut social est plis dlevéd tendent 4 favoriser davantage 
Mons tauration du bilimeuteme dans Ja pepuiation canadierns, 


| En fait. lege perconmes qui ont plus de 75 ens de 
scolarité xeépendent proportiomellement plus que callea«qui na‘ unt 
pes e® nivean @'instruetion que ee serait une bonne chose si tout 
le monde au Canndea parlait L'emilaie et le frangais. (5) be meme 
les non arglophones et les nen francophones qui eimeraicnt andélicrer 
on apprendre l'anglais ou Je fra qeis selon le Gas, Soh en proportion 
plus nembreux ches Lles-songgreupos de 13 ans et plus de seslarite 
aie dang les sous-groupes de sooleriteé sntérieure , 4°) 
relativement & .’opinion que les prtits Canadiens devraiant apprendre 
te 2raniesis et L’angisis & 1'école primaire, les Canadiens frangais 
mis @ part, les gens de 73 anz et plus de acoleritd sent en général 
preportionnelienent plus favorubls & actte idée que les perccimer 
nine instruites qu'eux, 7 Enfii, lersqu’on interroge les Camidiens 
gu. L'4aée dé restreindre le biiincuimme au Qudbes a lee gene ae 
aeimccensintatinenaenerilipebonessectseti-aneinteignsiranininorinte aimee 
(4) Question 2-24. 
(2) Questions 2-10 et 2915 © 
Queations 1-45 st 1=46 
| Questions 1-26 et 1@26 


3 

4 

5) Yoir Tome IV, Tabieau F-620 

é Voir Toms ty, Tablesux F568! ot P5946 
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4% ane et plus de seolarité sent dens tous les groupes ee Lee 
eeux qui tenéent As" y oppesar en glue grande proportion. > 
Les ust dent Le xevrenu annvel eda $§ 4506.00. par 

ance, s'tig ne faverisent pas plus que des gos & rever moidadre 
L'4aée me tout le monde au Canada @eyrait parler L'snclais et 1 
franceis (2 ‘sokt par ailleurs ceux gui ddeivent propertionneLlenent 
pias eméiierer soit leur commissance de Langleis, soit leur 
comaeissanee du frengeis selon le sas 34 2% gont aussi ceux qui 
favexiesnt proportionnelLement Ti Liapprentiesege de i'’angiais et 
du francaia & i'doole primaire. 4 tls gout dewire part proper= 
iiemelLionent moins nombraw & feveriser 1 idde que lea Gemdiens 
francais devemient perler le frangaie seviemmnt dans le Québee e¢ 
De ee Siete au Ganda. (5) Tle sont suse moing nombreux 

4 youloie ar im somaiesance du Prengsie dens le Québec aux 


angi ophones. 6) 


_ Somme towke le aritéve reverm comme indice de stetut 
saeisl indique tel que «'Stait le eae pour le facteur éducation, que 
les Canadiens & medlieurs reverms sent en géndral plus ouverte A 
2 ingteuration du bilinguieme danas les feite au Cannds. 


Se que nour avons até précdéamment s’appligue de maniere 


generals on m2 qui coneerne iss répondents de cette encuete dont 
L'oceupation e¢ eitue eu wiveou gunérieur. En d'autres mots, les 


yergeunes & gtatut eecial dlevé du point da ye eceupatiomel tendent 


& Stre plus feverables que les avires & l'andlieration de la situation 
aa bilinguisme a. Canada et elles sont aussi plug libéraies en ce sons 


qu’elles ee refusent plua que lea autres sous-grouwes de niveau 


oocupationnel & rsstreindre ie bilinguisme & ia prevines de Québec ad 1) 


Yoixr Tome {7¥, Tableauxz 2.516 et B.542 
Voir Tome {¥, Tableau 2.624 

Voir Tome ry, Dableaux FaS$82 et F=595 
Voir Tome IV, Tebleau F556 ot P69 
Vois Tome rv, Tabies. F543 | 
Voir Tome TY, Tableau F547 
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Voir Tome Ty, Tableaux P.622, F696, P<$85, Foh44, Fa557 et F-S7C, 
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En résumé, les facteurs de statut social (éducation, 
mevenu @3 eggupation) coneidérés dens cette section de la préssute 
analyse, nuancent particlLement ‘Leftet que produit L'appartenance 
ethnique sur ce que L'on pense de i'extension et L'amélioration du 
bilinguieme au Canada. En effet, les persounes de staiwh social 
plus €levé sont en général en plus grande proportion favorables au 
bilinguisme soit officiel, soit de la population elle-wéme que ies 
personnes d'un status inférieur en lew. 


Ganadicong franc i 
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Netons tout d’ahord que le facteur lemeue principale 
produit les mimes effete gue le facteur appartenance ethniqus linia 
meme, IL divise comme celle«ci les personves interviewées en deux 
groupes distindts deat les opinions e'déeertent proportiomelienont 
de manitre importante. En fait, chez les personnes @e langus 
trengaise on favorisera toujours & pas moins de 90% le bilinevisne 
tandis que chez les nonefrancophones les proportions atteindront 
rarement ¢e miveau, En gomme le facteux langue principale confixne 
Les feite remarqués pour ee qui vegarde x appartenance ethnique et 
on consequence iL est inutile d’élaborer deventage sur le sujet. 


ie fecteur connaissance de l'autre langue et varticu- 
Litvenent le facteur région prodvisent certains effets sur Les Opinions 
venues sur le bilinguisme que nous voudrons noter maintenant. 
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1° Bilinguieme Offioiel 


ie fecteur région a des effets surtowi dans les Maritimes 
et dens Les Prairies pour oe qui concerne i'idée que tous les gouvernc-= 
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226. 


ments provincieux devraient avoir comne tengues officielles Le 

francais et Langlais, D'une part, dens les Moritimes on favorise 
proportionnellement beaucoup plus cette idde que dena teut autre 
région: d' autre part, cans lea Prairies on i'accepte proportionnelionent 
beaucoup moing que dans les entres régions du Canada, \"/ 


De meme, Les Cenediens feencais mis & part, les répondants 
ées Praixies sont proportiomel Lement eux gui favorisent le moins 
L'améliovetion du bilinguieme des services ?édéraux (Questions 122 
at 4-27). (2) 


2° Acceptation du Bilinsuicue 


ie facteur région sur certaines questions divise le Canada 
en deux parties d'une part Le Quéhec et les Meritines, ot d'autre part 
l'Ontario e+ les Preivies. Par exemple les personnes interrogées & 
propos de 3." idée qué rk serait bon que tout ie monde au Canada varle te 
fmangais et l'anglais, sont proportiomelioment plus non ibreuses & acecepter 
catte ane Pray te Québec et les Maritimes quien Ontexio ¢% dens les 


Prairies. 


Pour dautres aspects du bilinevisme, apprendre ie 
francais ou L’améliover par exemple, les répondants non francophones 
du Québec sont en proportion plus nombreux & coneentir 5 cette oppor= 
semaze, 4 Par contre, apprendre anglais == gituntion gui concerns 
peesguiexclusivement les Canadiens frangads 5) —= ost proportiomellcmans 
devan: necepté deus les Maritimes que parteuwh ailleurs dons le 


Canada. 6) 


Voir Tome Ty, Tableaux Ff95 et F521 
Voir Tome Jy, Tableav. B.612 
+4 Voir Tome Ty, Tableav. P2573 

En effet, le. nombse de cas est insuffisant dans tos les autres 
groupes ethniques interrogés pour qu'on puisse préciser queique 
Ce sole 
(6) Voir Tome ry, Tableau. B.586, 


» Voir Tome IY, Teblieen PedBe2 
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sini il a'agit de préconiser l'étude du francaise dans 

les ¢ooles primires, 1a tendance est que les personnes interrogées 

= Maritines «+ des Peaizies sant properticnnellemens moins uombrounes 
4 aceepter cette possibilité celativement exx répondants du Québec 3% 
ao L'Onterio.*'/ En es qui concerne i' étude de l'anglais dans les 
Gecoies wrimairers, L'entente est remarauable avels que soien: Les 
vegions et les groupes ethniques, saut que les répondante des leritines 
tendent proportiomelionent moins & accepter cetie politique. (2) 


Biidée de xestreindre ie bilinguisme au Québec, 4 savoir 
que les Canadiens frangais parient L'engiais en dehore du Québec et 
que les autres Canadiens. parlent le francais dans le Québee n'est pas 
yegue egaiement dans toutes les régioris du pays. En fait, il a’y e 
pas de patron décelable des opinions 4 ce sujet. En effet, les opinions 
yarient en fonction des régions mais sugei. de Lacon propre & shaque 
groupe ethnique. Cependant, pour ee qui regarde L'opinion gue ics 
Canadiens frangaia devraient pacler Langlais en deshors du Quéhes, on 


4 ~ 


7 


genstate que Les répondants des Maritimes tenéent & aire proportionnellexcnt 


plus en dégaceord avec (3) tte idée que jes personnes interrogées des 
autres régione du nays. 3) Par gillieurs Lee répondants du Quékec sont 
proportiounellenent plus d’ececord que Les autres pexsonucs interviewees 
& L'idée que les Canadiens anglais devraient parler ie frangais au 
Québee. (4) 


in wéeumé, & propos de L'extension du bilinguleme officiel 
et de son acceptation dana la pepulation, on a pu observec que le fait 
de vivre dene les Mexritimes eb dang le Québec entrvainait des véactions 
proportiomellenent plus favorables. ie fait de vivre dans L'Onteri. 
et surtout dens Les Praixies provogueit des réections proportionnellement 
plus d&fevorables. Cette situstion, compie ten que le Québec et Les 
Maritimes sont des régions francophones et que L' Ontario sont dea végiors 
anglephones confirme ies effets de l'appartenance ethuique obseryés 
précédenmont beaucoup plus qu'elie Les nuence, 


4) Voix Lome Iy,Tableau P-547 
2} Voir Tomo IV,Tfableau F--560 

Voir Dome IV,Tebleau F..534 
(4) Voir Tome ry,fableau 7-508 
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C. Connpissance de 2' Autre snes 
. 6G voy * ai Si 
4 Bilinguieme Officiel 


Chez les Canadiens francais sarler ou non L'anzlais ne 
change pas les opinions qu'on a sur le bilinguisme officiel (gowver= 
nencnts provinciaux bilineues et amélioration du bilinguieme des 
services fédéraux), Globalement on y est A vrai dixe totalement favou 


setae) 


Ches ies autres Canadiens, parler sana diftiauitd le fran= 
gais produit un effet sur ise proportions de gens gui acceptent 
'amélioration du bilinguieme des services féiéraux et § un moindre 
degré L'acceptation du bilinguisme des gZouvernements provinelausr,. (2) 


2° Acceptation du Bilinguiene 


Ne pas parler du tout le frencais on L'angiais selon ic 
CAS, epparait comme ayant un effet gur les opinions fayorables ap 
bilinguisme. En effet, on observe que ces sous~groupes de peraounes 
interrogées sont toujours dens des prepertions moindres ex faveur de 
politiques ou de conduites qui amélioreraient le bilinguisme de is 
population, 3 Cette situation se rettache probablemen: au fei que 
Ces personnes seraient gelies qui aureaient A faire ie plus d' efforts 
pour apprendre ie. langue qu'elles ne parient pas. 


D. Contacts avec les Caradiens francais 


ie bilinguieme au Canada étant davantage le peobidme 
d‘'aporendre le francais (im nombre important de francephones sommeiasant 
L'snglais et acceptent d'autee part d'apprendre l'anglais), L*enalyse 
de l'effet des contacts avec les Canadiens frengais sur Jes oninmions 
relatives & Laméiioretion du bilinguisme nous est apparve surtout 


(4) 


importante» Crest ce qui sera considérdé dans les deux sous- sections 


qui suivent. 


(4) Voir Tame iV, fableaux P485, Po498, 12524 
(2) Voir Tome IV, tableaux F485, Fo495, Fu524 
(3) Voir Toms IV, febleauz Pe511, Be537, P5500 P5563, Po57 1aHe589 


(4) Malgré ce fait, notong qu'avoir des contacts avec ies Canadic: 


: S GBY 13 anglais 
dei pe des eficte daventage positife & L'endroit du bilinguisme chez 
es Canadiens frangsis, voir & ce sujet, Tome IV,Teblesn ¥0572, Phd ,Y5! 


van 
vas 


epag 


7. e264 


- 


< 


oes peut 


ev i 5 ee al. wi olaeetot ome ion aos-kiuheoo: a 


en! lente 


sexi it? woloaht. aan st ar We T : 
("a 
“)-onta Loe th oe iG no ‘ug at ; . | 
t oon oe a ue sith Saye katui 5 a3 excl Kd iS it. : 7 sf 
rk - J 7 : ae rn - 
[amc och ery :.0 Yao y mo {riod Batot 7 ete = 
. Ey . % vi | 
uu Ve ; 
rity empela. redo yaaa: hose? poxtin Bet set a ee 
‘ff ie 
‘uophs Lip eros of, Mtolimogony aes “sue soba pu i 
. do munis nosivros gab ante torgock tut ws sien coksan Aare 
a @lransrvetimy Goo weeds Fc aie 4 
uo atepnes af tuot of, to fteq Beg sift 


ovet crofri¢go Jo. “a6 tek2o Ways sree <ainineo 
erie Vian Geo asp eyrecdG no na astte! oi 


jerha.tas asordyogenq Web ares omunguat, eine 
. 


roma! aad vu singrier Fas= roniert ty aT BD 
g of costa 6 iuehaem tap eeriao sana 
aad vursi*eq “au os eran al 


watesvad deed nhated se ont 
none? ab saaprogml vet 
clutia L achugsgga’s alk 
ue Ateoeaet sine! 


J he Gn saa qvortt ~rre Fer oul tt 
, ioe 

eo) coi ageh tyaaranea se 

ie ie he 4 sn 

we ‘ 


ss) a ae 


he a ues y e ; 
Boat ig a 
i F 


Ore ok 


rasa oP. 


AL, Sorry 


oF ne F swat 
1 Bilinguisme OFficiel 


Relativement 4 l’acceptetion du bilinguwiswe des gouver= 


uements provinciaux, le feit de ne pas avoir de contacts avec lea 
Canadiens frangsis produit um effet surprenant. En effet, une plus 
grande portion de gens gui sont dans cette situation acceptent plus 
ce bilinguisme relativement & ceux quid ont des contacts. : Par 
contre, aveir ou non des contacts avec les Caradiens francais ne 
change rien & l'opinion en faveur de i'améiioration du bilinguisme 


des services 2éa6reux, \2) 


e Aseseptetion du Bilineuisme 


De maniére générale, ics Canadiens anglais acceptent 
beaucoup plus te bilinguisme dans les faites et refusent de restreindre 
le bilinguieme & la provinee de Québec & partir du moment ou ils ont 
Ges contacts avee les Canadiens francais, 7 By fait, le facteur 
rencontre Ges Canadiens frangais efface considérablement ia séparation 
que produit l'appartenance ethnique. 


CONCLUSION 


Dans ia premiere partie de ce chaprtre, nous avons exauwiné 
Le8 Opinions et attitudes des personnes interrogées dans cette étude 
& propos de L'extension du bilinguisme au Cemada, En réalité nous avons 
considéré quelle Stait le situation du bilinguisme au Canada, puis nous 
evens observé comment des répondants réagissaient globalement sans 
égard & leur apnaxtenance ethnique face & la possibilité d’améliorer 
ia situation bilingue du pays, pour enfin analyser comment chacun des 
groupes ethuiques questionndés acceptait cette derniére possibilité. 


+R. REDE 


(1) Voir Lome IV, Tableau p..487 
(2) Voix Tome 1¥, Tableaux B.500 et F=526 
(3) Voir Tome ry, Tableenux F573, F539, F552 et FxS7&, 
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Ti a été principalement constaté qu’étre bilineue (le 
parler ou le live, le frangais et l'anglais), était un fait propre 
sux Canadiens francais. %n effet, 
1° 4.0% des Camadiens anvlais peuvent lire sane diffieulté 

le francais et 32.2% des Canadiens frangaia peuverst Lire 
sans diffieulté Lianugieie. 
2° 3.4% des Canadiens anglais peuvent parler le francais sans 
diffiewlté et 28.6% des Canadiens francais peuvent parler 
l'anglais sans diffieulté. 
De meme, 
3° 32.8% des Canadiens francais connaissant l'engiais & ées 
degrés divers utilisent cette langue tous les jours e+ 
4° 44.2% des Canadiens anglais qui comaissent ie francais 


& des dearés divers l'utilisent tous les jours. 


De plus l'évolution intergéndrationnelle du Langage 
parlé chez les non francophones et les non anglophones A l'origine 
démontre que l'anglais est la langue adoptdée en grende mejorité 
per ces Canadiens, En effet seulement 1% de ces personies ont 
comme langue principale le francais tandis que 50.6% d'entre elles 
ent comme langue principale l'anglais. 


Enfin, il a été obeervé que les Canadiens francais 
et autres affirment avoir appris l'angleis dayaniage au trevail quiaue 


trement et les Canadiens englais ont apprise davantage le francais A 


ia maison culautrement. 


Du point de vue des opinions relatives & 1! extension 
du bilinguisme officiel i.e. que les gouvernements provinciaux soient: 
bilingues et que les services fédéraux bilingues s'améliorent, om a 
ou observer que les Canadiene francais considéraient favorablement ecs 
deux pospibilités & plus de 90% tandis que les Cenadiens anglais se 
partageaient & peu prés également en faveur et en défayeur pour ce 
aqui regaxde le bilinguisme des gouvermements previnsiaux set au’ environ 
75% alentre eux considéraient favorablement l'amélioration du 
bilingnieme fédéral, 
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» Ce sthoston dal: 


On &@ pu constater um partage semblable des opinions 
pour ce gui concerne L'applicetion du bilinguisme dans le réalité, 
in@e que tout Le monde au Canada parle le frangais e+ l'anglais. 

Bn effet, lea Canadiens francais & 95% prés sont d’accord avee catte 
idée. Tendie gu'enviren 68% des Canadiens englais et autres ont le 
mame opinion. De plus, reletivemen: & la posaibiliié d'apprendre Le 
fvanceis ou lienglais selon Ac cas, plus de Canadiens frangnis que 
de Canadiens anglais oe; autres sont prés & faire cet effort. En. 
effets, 31.7% de ces derniers n’aimeraient pas apprendre le francais 
et 16% des permiers n'aimeraient pas apprendre l'anglais, 


Il a &é aussi observé une forte tendance des Cansdiens 


adto 


anglais et autres & vouloix réduire le bilinguieme au Quckec seulement. 


En effet, 22.2% des Canadiens anglais erpient qu! eux-mémes devraient 
varier le francais dans le Québec seulement et 55.4% alentre eux 
pengent que les Gamadiens francais devreient parler l'anglais en 
dehors du Québec. Paxmi les Cenadiens francais 77.4% pensent que 
les Canadiens anglais deyraient parler le frangais dans le Québes et 
52.4% aentre eux pensent qu'eux-momes devraient parler l'anslais 
en dehers du Québec. En somme, 12 y a tendance ches ies Canadiens 
angiais & vevloir restreindve le bilinguisme au Québee et tendance 
chez les Canadiens francaia & étendre le bilineuiame en dehors du 
Québec. 


Enfin, glohalement Lieusemble des Canadiens quele qu'ils 


soient, croient que leurs enfants devraient apprendre l'anglais a 
i’ éeole primaire tandis qu'é part les Canadiens frangais, les avires 


Gonadiens exoient beaucoup moing que leurs enfants devraient apprendre 


‘le francais A l'deole primaire. 


En some done, 1e bilinguisme du Canada regcoit um 


acceuill plus fevorable ches Les Canadiens frangeis que chez tout autre 
ereupe ethnique tant dans les faits que du poink de yue des attitudes, 
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Relativement & ee fait, novs avons voulu dens la 
éeuziéme partie de es chapiire obverver @i les opinions relatives 
& Lamélioration du bilinguisme au Gonada étaient surteut en fonction 
de L’appartenanse ethnigue ou au contraize pouvalent Sire nuancdes, 
diminuées meme en fonction de certains avires facteurs. A cet évard, 
nous avons principalement considdré l'effet du statut social, de la 
régidence géographique (région hablide par les répondents), Leffet 
de 2a langue principaie paride, i’ effet cde 1a camaissance du frangais 
ou de l'angliaig selon le cas et l'effet des contacts avec les 
Canadiens francais. 


L’analyse de i'effet produit par le stetut social des 
eépondants (niveau d’éducetion, d’eceupation et de revenu) a névélé 
qu’en général & un plus haut giatwh soeisl correspondait des opinions 
plus favorables sur le bilinguieme au Canada, En autres mots, le 
status social plus élevé entraine chez tous les répondante une attitude 
d’esprit plus libérale et plus ouverte et s’il se peut um désir 
@andliorer la situation bilingue eu Canada. 


Par contre des facteurs pera-othniques tel que la 
Langue parlés et la ségion confirment 1’ éeart ou is seperation qui 
existe entre les Canadiexs velativement & leurs opinions sur le 
bilingvisme. Enfin, les facteurs connaissance du francais (parler 
le francais sans difficulté) et contacts avec les Canadiens franceis 
produigent des effets positifs gur lea attitudes que les Conadien 
anglais tiennent & l'endroit du bilinguieme. En fait, on sera toujours 
plus favorable au frangais A partir du moment o& on le pennide et & 
partir du moment ou comaiesant des Canadiens frengais om sent le 
venoin de le parler. De mime ches les Canadiens frangais et bien 
que leurs attitudes 4 l'endroit du bilinguisme scien’ toujours 
positives, il apparait que les facteurs commaisgance de L’angiais ot 
soutacts avec les Canadiens englais auemsutent L'aspect ouvert au'ils 
tiement & L'endroit du bilinguisme. 
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CHAPTER 710 


AND ASSOCIATIONAL BEHAVIOR 
a SIOTE WANES IERIE DE PRIS LIT DIS ss 


eae ans Ui sag oe 


eCorar Contacts 


ZNpRoDUGE TON 


in ow daliy life, we meet people at work, while shopping, 
at the theater, the movies or elsewhere, We invite people at home or 
we ave invited to a friend's home. Oecasionally, we talk to a neighbour 
or we have a drink at a cocktsil party with a person we see for the 
first time. All these social relations, voluntary or not, are part 
of human life and cannot be avoided completely. 


Relations with people shape one’s ideas and attitudes. 
Contacts with people from different ethnic origins, with different 
oceupations or educational background partially account for changes 
in individual beliefs and behavior. Relations between people are of 
the utmost importance for the survival of groups, small or large -—~ 
fox the structure of a society. 


in a countey like Canada where the ethnic factor can 
facilitate or impede ethnic contacts and at the same time strengthen 
or weaken the national unity, we may ask how strongly this factor 
affects contaets among people. Are the relations among people differant 
from what they would be if thers were no language differences? 


In this chapter we will try to get a general ides of who 
associates with whom, Are the different ethnie groups closed to each 
other, or Go they allow some kinds of contacts,but no othera? How 
close French Canadians are to the English Canadians and vice~versa? 
in the following sections, questions related to this topic are discussed. 
in @ first part, we consider the behavier of people aceording to their 
ethnic identity. Ina second one, we introduce other factors which 
we feel exe of importance in studying relationships among Canadians. 
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Rnowlng what the geographical distribution of ethnic 
groups in Caneda is, we would predict that people are more likely to 
report conutects with English Canadians then with French Gansdiana. 

Ang this is what is show by the date. The French Cansdians are those 
whe veceive the emallest amount of contacts. The English Canodians 

are those who receive the most contacts. And Cansdians other than 

the French and the English have their place betwaen the two major 
groups. Alse, people from all ethnic groups meet more with the Engiieh 
Canadians than with any other group. (See Table 10.1, part A). 


in general, the proportion of people having contacts with 
people from different ethnic groups is relatively high, An average 
of more than half of the respondents have some contacts with French 
Canadiens, The proportion of English Canadiens with Prench Canadien 
contacts is somewhat higher (55.6%) than the proportion of "Other 
Cenadians" having such contacts (45.8%). A Little mere than three 
quarters of the respondents have contacts with English Canadians and 
relatively more “Other Canadians" than French Canadians have releticns 
with then. 


The reader should note that the French Canadians and the 
“Others” are equally likely to aay that they have contacts with 
members of each other's group (45% in each case), but that the same 
reciprocation is not found between Preneh and English Canadiens, Indeed, 
68% of the Erench say they have contact with the English, while only 
55% of the English Canadians say they have contacts with Freneh 
Canadiens, This is probably due to the fact that the French being 
concentrated in Quebet are physically leas accessible for imternction 
than the English, 
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tenie 10.4 


Interetioie Contacts 


E.G. Fa OTHERS 
j j i 
c ociemmauneageaee ee eA an oY, 
‘nme COntsets with: 
Engiish Cenadians oom 68.1 93.4 
| (7049) (4587) 
french Canadians 3506 0 oo 45.8 
(44453) (4685) 
Another group 180i 4569 8562 
(47761) (7042) (1693) 
B. Have frequent contacts withs 
English Canadians wee 53.2 79.0 
(5266) (4529) 
French Canadians 4249 ene 39.9 
(8422) (4473) 
Another group 55./ 0.5 68.1. 
(9338) (3620) (1490) 


i ee 


There are many contacts across ethnic groups in Canada, , 
but not ali of them are close relationships == at least insofar as 
the frequency of contacts xeveala anything in this respect, The dsie 
indeed show a substantial decrease in the proportions having irequent 
contacts with membera of other ethnic groups as compared with the 
proportions having any contacts at all. (See Table 10.1, part B). 


But the decreases do not show a uniform pettera. We can 
observe the following: 


@. While the Muglish Canadiens were less likely to have contacts with 
the French than with the "Others" (a 22.5% difference), we find thet 
whenever they have contacts, they are lees likely te make a divference 
between Prench and "Others" in the frequency of their contacts (a 12.29% 
difference). 
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b. 4 similar pattern is observed among the French Canadians: they 
are more likely to have contacts with the English than with "Others", 
(a 22.2% difference), but ence they have auch contacts, they are more 
equally likely to be frequent (a 12.7% di<ference), whatever the group 
concemed 4 


ce. The same is true among the "Others": we observe a reduction of 
the differences when comparing “heying contacts" with “frequency of 
contacts", 


Generally then, we find thet the English and the "Others" 
haye move opportunities for contacts with each other than with the 
Freneh3; and thet the French have more such opporhmities with the 
English than with the "Others", The findings er. frequency of contacts 
would also suggest that there is perbaps also a pattern of desirability: 
the differences between having contacte and having frequent contacts may 
be revealing this. Here the differences between exoups narrow dow, 
but the English are still more chosen by both the French and the "Others", 
and the Prench lese chosen by the English and the "Others". In order 
to go more in detail into the questions of opporiamity end desirability. 
we will exemine the patterus of volumutaery and inyelunteary contacts as 
well as the answers to gucetion dealing more directly with the 


desirability of contacts with members of other ethnic groups, 


Whether or 20% an individual has contacts depends partially 
on the environment in which he lives. Stores and restaurants, work place, 
business meetings, schools and churches are places waere people are more 
likely to meet by necessity. The contacts which happen in those places 
can be considered as inyoluntary ones. While contacts at home or at 
social gatherings are volumtary typ@ of contacts. Which Icind of contacts 
is preve isavt in Canadian society is the ebjeet cf the present section, 
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Let us first look at the pattern of contacts among English 
- Canadiens. As can be seen from Table 710.2, they have more voluntary 
than involuntary contacts with French Caneaians. This may be due to 
the language factor. An English speeking person might aot be aware of 
the fact that a person addressing him in Puglish is a French Canadian. 
Such a situation is likely to happen in stores snd restaurants although 
much less so at getherings in private homes, It may simply be. then, 
that mwareness of the ethnicity accounts for a higher proportion of 
voluntary contacts, We fing also that the English Canadiens have more 
yoluntary than involuntary contacts with people From other ethnic 
groupas and it may ogein be for the same Treason. 


Table 10.2 


Voluntary and Involuntary Contacts 


PEEL TP TSO RINE 


E.Ce Fests OTHER 
c? of reid 
ESE 5! AER RAT COT RENN - ORE TOE TORE LL ee ee 
Voluntary wee 5303 1402 
involuntary (schools 
and churches included) se 5249 15.3 
Involuntary (schools | 
and churches excluded) — 60.0 7923 
(5218) (4551) 
Contects with French Canadians 
Voluntary 56.0 fies 44.43 
Involuntary (schools 
and churches included) 41442 ones 42.1 
Involuntary (sehools 
ani churches excluded) 45.6 wee 47 a1 
(843%) (4973) 
Gontacts with Another Group 
Yoluntary 65.0 39.45 11.2 
Involuntary (schools 
and churches ineluded) 5448 4362 66.7 
Involuntary (sehools 
and churches exeluded) 57 6 54.0 68.5 
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Among French Cansdians the proportion having yoluntusy 
contacts with English Canadiens is about the same ag the propertdar 
having involuntary contacts (53.3% and 52.9%). The sem patter is 
observed in the case of contacts with "Others: About 40% of 
Prench Canadiens have either kind ef contacts with "Others". Similarly, 
the “Other Canadians" are about equaily 2 likely to have voluntary and 
involuntary contects with either the English, the French, ox members 
ef other ethnie groups. 


One category of invelumtiary contacts which may affect the 
pattern ig the eategory of contacts at school and at church, People 
have different religions and in some provinces there exiat several 
echocl systems. What happens if we compare voluntary and involuntary 
contects when schools and churches —~ as places of contants = are 
excluded from the involumtary contacts? The results are show in 
fable 10,2. 


For all groups, the proportion of people heaving involuntary 
contacts increases slightly. We now find then that Freneh Canadians have 
moxe involuntery than voluntary contacts with the English Cenadians and 
with “Other Canadians. Also, we find thet the "Others"! are also 
slightly more likely to have involuntary than voluntary contacts with 
inglish Canadians. Among the English, the pattern has not changed, 
except that differences between yoluntary and involuntery contacts are 
now smaller. 


Exeluding churehes and schools as places of possible contee tS, 
we find the following: 


& English Canadians are more likely to have voluntary than involuntary 
contacts with either Prench Canadians or "Others", 


b, Among French Canadiens, the reverse is ixue: they are more likely 
to have involuntary than voluntary contacts with either English Genadians 
or "Other Canadians", 
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GC. Among the "Others", there is still another pattern: contacts 
with Duglish Canedians are a little more Likely to be dnvolimtacy , 
while they are about equally likely to be yoluntary or involunteyy 
with French and "Other Canadiang, 


IZ we consider only voluntary contacts and compare thay 
as they take place with different ethnie Exoups, we have further 
substantiation of the idea suggested by the findings of Table 10.4. 
tnudeed, the fact that contacts are of a personal nature (4.6. in one's 
heme) is a fairly good indteation ef the desirability of the Icing of 
people ghosen for such association, As Suggested by the firgs one, 
able 10.2 shows that English Cenadions are more likely to have 
yolumtary contacts with "Others" than with French Canadians; that 
French Canadians are more likely to have contests with English Canadians 
than with Others; and finally that it is with French Canadians that 
the "Others" are the least likely to have contacts, 


1:2. eirebility of Interethnic Contacts 


in order to deal more directly with the question of the 
desirability of contacts with members of other ethnic groups, the 
respondents were asked whether or mot they would like to have English 
Canadians, French Canadians, or memhers of other groups among their 
best friends and among their relatives, 


in general, we observe that the large frequensy of contacts 
reported earlier has been conducive to friendly relationships, On 
the average 46.8% of the respondents say thet they would Like to have 
some French Canadiens among their hest friends and another 17.5% say 
that they already have French Canadisus as their best friends. The 
situation is still better for the English Canadians: more people 
are ready te associate with them (55.6%) or already do so (20.1%). 
Similar attitudes exist among those Canadians who ave neither Eugiish 
nox French. 
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We alsc find that many people already have close relstives 
who are members of ethnic groups other than their own, and that still 
more would like to have some among theix close reletives. Although 
the propertions of respondents whe would like to have kinship veletion= 
ships is not as high as the proportion who would like clese friends 
with members of ethnie groups other than their own, it is nevertheless 
quite high. More than one Canadien out of three would be ready to 
accept, a8 a close relative, an individual who is not a member of his 
own @thnie group. 


Again we can compare the pattern of choices from one 
othnie group to another. Looking at parts A and B of Table 10.3, we 
find an ingiteresting difference with the previova resuliie concerning 
the behavior of English Canadiens. Indeed, we found earlier that 
English Canadiens were substantially more likely to have contacts with 
“Others” than with French Canadians, ond that they were more likely 
to have frequent end voluntary contacts with "Others" than with French 
Canadians, But here we find a different pattern: they are about 
equally likely tc want French Canadians and “Others™ among: their 
best friends or among their relatives (a 3.5% difference only in each 
case), This would suggest thet for the English Canadians, frequency 
of contects and type of contacts reveala more a structure of opportunities 
ror personel association than a structure of preference. This mekes 
sense if we consider the fact that French Conadiens tend to Live mich 
more among themselves than "Other Canadians", thus being less 
accessible for associations to members of the English group. 


This is not the case for the Prench and "Other" Canadiens. 
indeed, Table 10.3 shows for these respondents the same pattem as we 
had observed previously: French Canadians prefer Boglish Canadiens 
to members of ether groups (a 16.5% difference) and the "Others" 
prefer English Canadians and members of other groups to French Cavadians. 
The frequency cf contacts observed among French Canadians seews to 
reveal & structure of preference more than a structure of cpportuniiies, 
Ané the frequency of contacts among “Others” seems to reveal one ag 
much @s the other. 
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We should note, however, shat whether 1+ is more, as mech 
AS, or less oF one or the ether, in ail races the patterns observad 
are probably dus te both a structure of opportunities and of preference. 
Indeed, that differences in opportunities for centacts do exiss is 
definitely suggested by Table 10.2 on involuntary contacts, 


table 10.5. 
Desixvabliaty of Contacts with 
Members of Other Ethnic Groups 


B.C PCy OTHERS 
i a sage aad 
2626 5862 
(7045) (1598) 
Prench Canadians "4804 en AdeQ 
(47755) (41685 
Members of another group 57.6 4001 55.2 
(44479) (7054) (4693) 
Be Would dike to have amone 
elose xelativess ) : 
English Canadians ne 49.5 5066 
(7045) (4598) 
French Canadiens 3109 wan Biel 
(11164) (1685) 
Members af another eroup 47404 3245 , bdo 5 
(14170) (7054) (4693) 
Ge Alveady hes smone hie best 
friendss\!) SSS 
English Canadians one 14.6 2561 
French Canadiang tl o4 cover 840 
Members of another group 194 6.7 15.6 
De. 
aeaeeniamariee 
English Canadians wae 14.9 tAel 
French Canadians 4169 wate 4.5 
Members of another sroup 1.6 bel 10,8 


(i) he totals in part ¢ are the sams as those umder the percentages 
in part A, 


(2) The totals in pert D are the see ag those in part B. 
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On the other hand a difference in preference ie not only 
shown by Table 10.3, but algo by the responses to the following 
questions 

"from whet you have heard ahout (Bnglish Canadians) (rench 
Cariadians) (Other Canadians) or judging from your contacts 


with them, would you say that they treat other people as 
equals or that they act as if they were above other people?! 


As can be seen from Table 10.4, both English Canadians 
and "Others" are more Likely to find that French Canadians act ea i? 
they were above others than members of other groups == and this is 
congistent with the previous results. It suggests that cowtacts 
with the French or the Others on the part of the English Canadians 


is not only a question of opportunities, but also of preference, 


Table 10.4 
Perception of Non-Equolitarian Atbitudes 


on the Part of Other Groups 
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Act ag if they were above othe ers: 


PLT SOV 


English Canadians _ 23.4 9,5 
; (7045) (1598) 
Prench Canadians 15.6 pt 1265. 
| (44453) (4685) 

Members of Other Groups 5.0 G64 326 
(44170) (7054) (1693) 


PLANNED RECA Ts lt > ORIENT EE A marER + 


As far as French Canadiens are coxeerned, the situation is 


® Jittle surprising: ‘they have more contacts with Engiish Ganedians then 


with “Other Canadians"; they alse prefer to have the former among their 
best friends and relatives; yet, they are more likely to think thes the 
English act as if they were above others than the "Others" do, This 
suggests an embivelense on the part of the Prench Conadians visedevis 
the Engligh, 
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ick om Stbership in Associations 


We hays just seen that in general pecple have sthule 
contacts. We will now inguire into the associational hehaviar of 
Canadians. Do they belong te formal organizations at work and in thet: 
social Life? Do they prefer associations with members belongings ta 


ethnic composition of the rhiniet Atietits to which ere one We 
Will exandne the membership in work associations, sports and 
social clubs, business, religious, and politicel assumlatious. 


Te ethnic faetor aces not account for meh variation 
in membership in work asaceiations. ‘The proportion of English and 
french belonging to a labor union is about the same (19.8 and 21.0%), 
and a Little Lower than it is for "Others" (27.6%). As for trade end 
professional. assoclations, the preportions are about the same in all 
ethnie eategories (see Table 10.5, part A). 


fhe picture ie & little different for the gcher kinds of — 
associations. Fires, we ebserve that French Canadians heve a lesser 
tendency to belong to any kind of association than elther the Busiish 
Canadiens or the "Other Canadians", Second, we find that this is 
especlaliy true in the case of religious essoeiaticna, This is prohebly 
due to ditferences between religious groups in the meaning given to 
notions of elonginat or "membership". For a Catholie, membership 
28 mova Likely to refer to church-related asmociations rather than to 
the chureh iteslf. For the Protestant, membership is likely te inelude 
both, (See Table 10.5, part B). 


The English Canadiegs and the "Other Canadiens" have a 
definite preference for a miltie-ethnic membership while the French 
Canadiens have a preference for a membership recruited within their 
own group. (See Table 10.5, part C), Almost hal? of the Buglich 
Cemadians (43.7%) and of the "Other Canadians " (47.0%) prefer to 
belong to organisations where meubers differ in their ethnicity compared 
with 18.4% of the French Canadians. We see that the French Canadians 
nave a higher tendency then the two ether groups to aseociate among 
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themselves, We also see that they are lees inclined to associate 
elther within their own group or with other ee 18.4% of the 
French compared witia 5.7% of the English and 3.6% of the "Others" 
preter to belong to no associations. 


fable 10.) 
Membership in Associations 


BoC. BG, OTHERS 
Tabor Grions 19.8 27.0 Zi 66 
Trade Associations 560 5.5 543 
Professional Assoclations Sef 562 168 
More than one kind 2.0 349 2.0 
Membership in no work Association 66.5 646 57 3 


(44170) (7054) (1692 
Be Membership int 


Spart Clubs 16.2 114 1333 
Social Clubs 2504 42.2 2520 
Business Agssooiations 12,0 5.8 10.3 
Religious associations 4145 22.8 4505 
Political. associations es 3.8 

(14768) (7048) (1693) 


iv. Membership proverences: 
With all members from ovm ethnic 


Ereup Ite. 20.6 42.44 
With members from different. 

ethnic group | 430f 18,0 4f oO 
Indifferent 31,0 221 2/ «2 
Prefers to helong to no 

association Sef 18.4 308 


(41752) (7054) (1693) 
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esi _lttects of the Rerion on Contacts of Enclish Canadians with 
Prench Conadians 


Ag expected it is in the Province of Quebec that the 
Englieh Canadiens have more contacts with the French Canadians. 
The numerical importance of French Canadiens certainly accounts for 
this situation. Almost all English have contacts in Quebee while 
one out of two inglish Canadiens has coutects with French Ganadians 
cutside of Quebec. The same factor accounts for a higher propoxtiou 
of English having frequent contacts jin Quebee then anywhere else. 
these facts support the idea about the struetuxe of opportunities 
Géiecussed earlier. (See Table 10.6, part A). 


But what about the kinds of contacts the English heve 
with French Cangdians in the different regions? Here we fing thet 
ali kinds of contacts, except those as school or at chuxch,, ere more 
frequent in Quebee than in the other regions of Cenada. Dees this 
reveal a different. attitude on the part of English Canadiens in 
Quebec or does 1t reveal a difference in the sheer physical possibilities 
for contecta? | 


_ In order to give a partial answer to this question, the 
differences between the proportions for the Quebee respondents and 
those living in the three other regions were ealeulated ~—=- this for 
each of the different kinds of contacts except these at seheoel or 
at church. The differences are presented in Table 10.7. 


43 mentioned in the Tirst pert of this chapter, contacts 
in stores, resteuranta, work places and neighherhnoods are more 
revealing of differences in opportunities for contacts while contacts 
at social gatherings and at home, being more voluntary, reveal more 
the preferences and attitudes of people. As can be seen in Table 7 Cols 
the differences between English Canadians in Quebee and in other reciens 
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(English Cenadian Respondents only) 


fable 10.6 


REE AMOI ES 8 SALE NY LTTE ONS EIN AS AN ERS IN NF ths CAI 


SERANER YE PINS ise i LF DELLE ITY LONG CRI: 
Tashi nes Quebec One EXLO We st 
p> ve) % ja 

Ae Haye contacts 4669 9454 5466 53,0 

Have frequent contacts 2069 68.6 bry | 213.9 
B. Contects in stores and ware, ae 

resteurants | 46.2 1903 39.8 28.6 

At work or et business 

meetings 4909 6328 54.8 4969 

At social gatherings Beef 5964 489 5561 

At school or ai church 3423 3163 2626 2305 

In the neienbourneed 4303 1622 oT «2 46.7 

At home 60.4 63,8 59 9% 61.7 
Go Would like te have French 

Canadians among his best 

fziends , 40.8 66.6 46.43 49.9 

Already has French Canadians 

among beat Lmiends 1440 27 00 1942 16.04 

Would like to have French 

Camacians anongz relatives 3045 61,2 46.2 38.45 

Already has Freneh Canadians 

anong relatives 11.5 18.6 4254 .4 10,0 
D, Treat other as equals 45.22 1401 49.5 45.64 
Poa 2 SPs teas Sot nab te Sew ira t,8 A ITE IO SAO te I RIO: il RT AO Sh: ROAD eS. 


(1012—1603) (735=759) (3557=4765) (2957~40: a 


soom to he primarily due to differences in the physical possibilities 
of contact? in the case of volumtary coutacts, the regional divferencas 
are quite small, while they are quite large for most of the involuntary 
sontacts, 
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Table 10.7 
Peresntage Differences Between English Canadian 
Respondents of Quebee and of other Regions -« by 
ype of Contacts with French Canadians 


are 


LOL GL PERN NEA PR TE 


or iat aa ie oreate between: 
Quebee and Quebee and Quebee and 
lard tines Ontexric West 

In steres or restaurants 3501 | 3905 50.7 

At work or business 43.9 | 940 1309 

tn neighborhood , 27 29 39.0 30.3 

At sotiel gatherings 6.4 40.2 4.0 

At houe Bo4 9.5 721 


On the other hand, the data of Table 10.6, par: G, suggest thet 
the attitudes of English Canadians visei-yis French Canadians ars more 
pesitive in Quebec than in the other provinces. It seems that a 
Preneh Canadian environment for an English apesking individval is a 
favorable environment for harmonious ethoie relations, Inu Quebec, 

27.0% of the English Canadians nave French Canadiens among their best 
friends and another 66.6% would like to have some among their best 
friendes altogether 93.6% of the Quebec English Canadiens have positive 
sentiments towards the French Canadians. Outeide of Quebec there are 
more people who are indifferent, but we nevertheless find thet more 
than 50% of the English Canadiens have positive feelings towaxd the 
French Canadians. The situation is the same for the question 
concerning relatives: 680% of the English Canadians of Quebes have 
(18.6%) or would Like to have (61.2%) French Canadians emong their 
velatives, Outside of Quehec there are less people who are positive 
and more who are indifferent. 


There axe several other “actors associated with the lixelihoed 
of interethnic contact, The knowledge of the other group's langusze 
La quite important. We find that the language spoken is more important 
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ior the Prench Canadian than for the English Canadian, A French 
Canadian who does not speak English is less Likely to find an 
English Canadien speaking French then the cpposite, An English 
Ganadian is more likely to meet French Canadians who speak English. 


~oung people have more contacts than older oner, The 
more educated an English Canadian ig the more he is likely to have 
Preneh Canadian contacts: the same the higher his income, People 
in rural areas have less contacts than people Living in urban ereas, 
4% the seme times, farmers have less contacts than any other eceusations) 
group. Otherwise occupation does not influsnee much the Likelihood 
of having contacts with French Cenadiana, 


22. of the Region on Contat 


Eng. righ Canadians 


is of Bronch Carasiong with 


Cuteide of Quebes, almont ail Prench Canadians have 
contacts with English Canadians as in the case of the English Living 
in Quebec. One carmot avoid to meet an English Canadian when he goss 
outgide of Quebee ag one is almost sure to meet some French if he 
comes to Quebec. 


in the English speaking provinces, almast all French 
Cangdians have contacts with English Canadians in atores or restaurants. 
(See Table 10.8, part 4), But at work an average of one third of the 
French Canadians do not have contacts with English Canadians, either 
im Quehee or oubeide of Quebec. Otherwise, except for contacts at 
achool or at chureh, French Canadians outside of Quebec always have 
move ecntacts than the residents of Quebec. We have seen earlier 
that there seems te exist a strong cleavage in the use of education 
facilities and religious Institutions hetween English and French, 
We see here that this situation is somewaat more proneyvneed in Qu2bee. 
(See Table 10.8, part B), In the Naritimes, Ontario and the Veatexmm 
provinces, over 60% of the French have coutacts with Lnuglish Cenadians 
at school or at church while in Quebee only 16.8% of the Franch Canadians 
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have such contacts at sehool and at euureh, These findings ef course 
are not surprising. The formal structure of the provinciel education 
ystems provides for such a partitioning, 


Zable 10.8 


Region and Interethaie Contacts 
(French Canadian Respondents Oniy) 


aac aan ene ———__ ionsbiebiaeae 
Hard times Quebec NtAPLO Wert 
_ | a) 65 mS fe an 
A. Have contacts = 92.5 6029 9705 9302 
Eave frequent contacts | 61.0 / 30 4 874.0 #740 
3. Have contacts: 
in sterss and restaurants 86.2. 53.0 92.6 97.0 
At work or at business 
meetings 64 «0 67 v2 7 309 62 a O 
At sociel gatherings 64.0 47.0 82.8 BYe5 
A% school orant ehureh 63.2 16.8 12.6 1300 
In the neighbourkosd 03.1 40.7 82 60 B40 
At home 18.0 4465 8903 &60/ 
Ce Would like to have English 
Canadiens as beat friends 4467 59.2 46.4 5166 
Already has English Canadians 
among best friends 3604 B44 44.2 2569 
Woulc Like to have Englich 
Canadiang among relativea 5802 52.40 444 4503 
Alveady has English Canadiens 
anong relatives 3320 Sef 3964 40.3 
5S. Treat other as equale 62.7 4305 58.25 5420 
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We found for English Cenadians thet contacts with French 
Canadians is cenducive to a desire for further relations with them: 
we Pind that the same pattern exists for French Canadians in their 
relations with English Canadians. For example, in the Province of 
Quebec, where & smaller proportion of French have contacts with 
English Cenagiens, less French Canadians have or would like to have 
English Canadians among their best friends. ‘There is also a relation- 
ship between the province in which one lives and his preference to 
associate as a relative with Euglish Canediens. (See Table 10.8, 
part 6), 


We ean also raise with respect te French Canadian contacts 
the same question reised in connection with the patterns of coutacts 
among the English Canadian respondents: Do the regional differences 
reveal differences in ettitudes or in the physical possibilities for 
contact between the French Canadians in Guehee and in the rest of 
Canads? Do Prenech Canadians outeide of Guehec have more contacts with 
English Canadians than the French in Quebee because there are proportionately 
more English cutside than inside Quebec? 


In order to examine this question, the seme set of 
differences were calculated as WAS done Lor the English Canadians 
imgide and outside of Quebec. Isoking at these percentage differences 
(presented im Table 10.9), we do not find for Trench Canadians the 
pattern we observe for English Canadiens: French Cansdians are more 
Likely to have contacts with English Ganadians if they live outside of 
Quebec whether the contacts be voluntary or involuntary. Having more 
physical opportunities for contacts does not make the French Canadians 
move likely to have involumtary contacts. We then have to drew a 
conclusion similar to the one drawn carlier in this chapters the 
pattern of contacts emong French Canadians reveal beth « structure of 
opportunities (regional differences) and a structure of preference 
(abeence of difference between type of contacts). 
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There is one exception, however, in the case of conken! 
as work or business meetings: regional differences are alwost Wh. 


‘This was to be expected, There is probably no a erucial difference 
ia the ex sent to which business and industry is English dingide and 
outside of Quebec; so thet the differences in relative numbers would 
not matter as much at work or in business dealings as they dco fer 
contacts in stores, restaurants, neighborhoods or private meetings. 
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The en factor has also some effect on the LikeLinoad | 


a 


of contacts with English Ganaddans: bilingual French Canadiens have 
sontaet ts with the English in a proportion of 95. , 30 compayed to only 
50% of the French who do not speak English at all. 


in goeciel life similar seople associate more often than 
@o people with different backgrounds. Young French Canadiens have 
moze contacts with English Canadians then older French Cansdians have. 
This finding is similar to the finding about the English Canadians. 


‘Similarly in relation with edueation: the more educated French Canadien 
is. wore likely to have contacts with English Canadians. Whether 6 ‘ 
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"Brea Genadian lives on a farm or in a metropolitan area also has 7 
some effect on his ethnie contects. Finally, one’s occupation does ee | 

not seen to affect esi much the pattern of contacts. 
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OME EPS elerteaye with people from different ethnic groups leads © 
EE to membership in formal associations with these people. Both English | 
and French Canadians who have contacts: witha the other Canadians prefer 
4 to be membere of groups in whieh the membership is open to all ethnic | 


De ae groupe. | . 
, In Quebec, ‘the English Canadians are much more favorable to p> 
multieethnie membership than the French Cenadians are. Outside of 
Quebec, this ‘difference between the two groups disappesrs, Young 

respondents have a preference for multi-ethnic membership while older ny 
people prefer associations in which all wembers are of their own ethnic Le 
group. Also, with more education and more income, one becomes more 

willing to join miltieetiinie associations. - 

SUMMARY, 


portunities ox Pr references : 


English Canadians associate more with "Other Canad Jana” / ; , 
than with Preneh Canadians; French Canadians associate more with | | 
English than with "Other" Canadians; and finally, “Other” Canadians ae 
associate more with English and with Other Canadiens than with French  — \ as 4 
<n Canadiens. This is revealed by the data on the existence of contacts  ) 
end their frequency; by ‘the data on yolumteary and involuntery contacts; é a) 
ain ead by the data on the preferences of the respondents, f 


. Engliah Canadians constitute the group that hes a higher : 
 sogie-economic status in the countxy and that is aleo the most spread | 
geographically. Correspondingly, it is the one that people associate 
Y ‘the most with, either because opportunities are more frequent ox 


‘because Lt ip found a more desirable group. 4 
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2," Region and. Interethnie Contacts 
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Prench Canadiens, on the other hand, axe not as. frequently 
‘in contact ts with English Canadians ag the "Othere' are, whether these 
contacts are voluntary or not. .0u the other hand, English Canadians 
seem to find French and "Other" Canadians equally desizvable as personal 
aasociates. The disexepaney can probably be accounted for by the fact 
that the French are more concentaiated geographically than the “Otherstt, 


Finally, the preene Canadions prefer to agsociate with 


Boglish Cenadians: a fairly reciprocal relationship. They also. find 


mmeash Genadians the least desirable: also, a Reciprocal relationship. 
In accel ean the patterns observed emong the various 
ethnic categories be attributed to & set of attitudes or to a structure 
of physical opportunities for contacts between any two etanic groups. 
It ves suggested that both axe certainly operative, but that the 
present contacts of English Canadians (and Other Canadiens) with 
French Canadians are perhaps more the result of differences in opportu« 
nities than in attitudes. — Take would ‘be the remult of the high degree 
of geographical’ concentration of French Canadians and the language 
difference whieh make them less agesssible Lor association to other 
groups across the country. 


English Canadiana, on the other hand, are quite spread 
geographically. As a result, the pattem of contacts of French Canadians 
with then (as: well ag with "Other Canadiens") geems to he more attrib utable 
to & set of attitudes or to their greater maceiesee of English than to 


a set of opportunities,: 


Exeept for contects at sehool and at church, En @lish 
Canadians living in Quebec have more eéntacts than the English people 
of other provinces. ‘The regional differences are more pronoimeed for 
involuntary contacts than they are for voluntary ones. 
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The region has en effect on the Likelihood of ell kinds 

of contacts of. French Canadians with English Canadians. Except for 

contacts at work, it is in the province of Quebec that the proportion 
of French Canadiens having contacts with ‘English Gai anadians is the 

. Lowest. | This is especially true for contacts at school, and as church. . 


English Canadians Living in Quebec seem to “aifter from 
those living in other provinces in their attitudes viseh-vis French 
Canadians, These attitudes seen more positive in Quebec than elsewhere. 
The data, ‘however, is not completely consistent. lecking at the contacts 
themselves rather than at the statenent of preferences, W ie eo that 
‘English Canadiens in Quebec differ from those outside only on involuntary 
contacts and not on voluntary ones. These data suggest that the 
difference between Quebee and the other provinces is that Quebee offers 
more opportunities for contacts with French Canadians; but that the 
attitudes are the: same in all regions, 


iu ebership in Associations 


French Canadians are more likely than English and "Other" 
Cenadians to prefer agsoclations and clubs in which ‘the membership is 
at the seme ethnic group as their own. ‘The other groups prefer miltie 
ethnic memberships in associations. Pye 
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CHAPTER 44 


ECONGMIG, POLITICAL AMD socrAt, 
BACKGROUND AND ATTITUDES 


At various points throughout this report, sone 
vespondents claim that they axe not hypheneted Canadians, they 
insist they are only Censdiens ax that they do not belong to any 
ethnic group, These people make up 15% of the totel sample, 
which is about twice the mumber of respondents whe slain that 
they belong to othnic groups other than English and French 
Cevadians. We shali be concerned in the first pars ef this chapter 
with the question of whe are these people, sad how they differ on 
® number of background factors from people who claim ethnic mamberahip. 
In the later pexts of the chapter we shall tum oar attention to 
gous. background characteristies and attitudes of the total sample, 
especially sertain scenomic and political chereacteristics which 
provide @ kind of profile of what xeepondents are like, 


Zz 


Let us look at beth the hyphenated and the unhyphavated 
Canadians. The latter differ among themselves in term: of their 
prineipls language the majority (as Table 11.1 shows) speak Boslich 
as their principle lenguage and only about 12% of all hyphenated 
Canadians speak a language other than English. (un > 
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fable 11.4 
Proportions of Respondents Who Ciaim Ethnic Membership, 
Those Whe De Not, and Their oo language 


B.C. F.C,  OMMERS  cANADTANS 


ae SERIE meh weed es 
© of pre nacre 48 S50 7 15 
| (23459) 
Principal, language 
English | 97 5 54 88 
French 4 91 4 5 


Other oe a 28 7% 
. (41470) (7052) = (1693) ___ (3501) 


POT P A ITER ALL SON A RID TON IN LON SN ees 


* About 305 of thease respondents speak English and French as their 
main languages. Thus while the majority have &@ main le 2H LUALe 
other than English or French, this category also containa 
respondents who cannot be categorized by main language inte either 

- the Bagliga or French categories; it is therefore a residual, 
gategory. In the ethnic categories there are also res pondents who 
claim two principle languases, as follows: 


i - G 2 ¥ oG s OTE BS wena tADIANS 
: ; ; ) 2 Ee | Others 

co he i 7? a pe 2 72 
nglish and French qj 3 one ao oxue 30 
English end another | 
danguage — 1 ene 19 q a woe 
French and another | 
language eae cote 4 one 2 ence 


(11170) (7052) (4693) (3082) (162) (237) _ 


As can be seen for persons of "other" ethniclty, English rather than 
Prench tends to be a main lenguage if the respondents has more than 
one main Language. 


fo what extent are these predominantly English speaking 
Canadiens similar in characteristics to persons claiming ethaic membership? 
On the whole there is no difference between males and females and between 
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ABs: ioe ae nu Hable 34.2 
ane Miia ~ 7 Ages Sex and Birthplace of Reapondents 
ie, yale ine by Bihnledty, in Percentages 
on EO. 70" Bc). 2. Ones oS Gauri aaa ae 
of oe : , , ue B, | Ghhexs 
7 2 i ? i ye ie 
iales 40 Ae ee: oe 55 BA 
cs (11161). (7054) (1693) . (Goe4) G75) (237 
| ee es a a 
Undex 30 47 24 i Ai ee 17m 9 
30 49 4% 45 ee shee 50 57 48 
> 50 + 39 34 340 54 26... pn eae 
(11770) (7054) (1693) + (3082) (482). (237) 
Born in Ceneda 80 98 3 a4 94 36 
(14141) (7044) (4654) (3067) (452) (B37) 


in ancestral background, they tend more frequently to be 
descendents of persong who came from sleeWhere than the British Isles 
or France, than are members of identified ethnie groups. Their 
parents ¢end more Prequentiy to apeak more than one language than chose 
with a stated ethnic identification, and their fathers are more apt 
to have had a white collar ceecupation, at least when the respondents 
were jin theix late adolescence. This is especially se for Canadians — 
whose major language le French, _ 


Table 11.3 


_ Ancestral Beskground of Respondents, Father's Leaguage 
and Occupation by Ethnieity, in Pexeentazes 


Rane eee torrae 2 acioee penterie tan arte No PE TRS 


E.G. Ras OTHERS | GAUADIAUS 

: pe se is re 
14 3 24 56 2 6 
France | PP pe 81 lg 6 59 29 
Other European 1S 19242 72 28 22 62 
: (411170) (7054) (4693) (3082) (182) (237) 

Main lengvage of Father* rp 

English ae 3 28 73 i é 
French tad oe fo. 2 86 46 
Other 2 9 4 69" 24 4 G2 


Ferents gpeak another lanrunce 


English | : a 42 2% 46 57 27 

French 7 “ae gee ry ; i 

Other , 4 be 23 44 8 25 
(44170) (7054) (1693) (3082) (462) (237) 


Father with white 
coller cecupation 27 24 27 34 4% 43 
(41170) (7054) (4693) (3082) (782) (237) 


* The pattern for principle language of mother ig similar to that 
of father. | 


To summarise the backgrounds of the "Canadians", wo cen 
gay that more frequently than fer ethnie group members, they are 
people who have rejected a non-Dritish or non-French ancestral orizin, 
whe heve been reised in ghite eclias homes, and wacse parents heave 
been bilingual. ‘They are also people who are more apt to have 
reached their majority ducing the peried of Vorld Var Ji; They are 
finally, predominantly Bagiish spsaking people. 
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Where do the "Canadians™ live? The English speaking ones 
are somevhat more apt to live in Onterto than English ethnics and 
less apt to Live in the Varitimes, whereas the Fxuinch gpeaking ones 
are more apt to live in the Meritimes then are French sthnier. Only 
those Canadiens speaking mainly "other languages" are most apt to 
Live in Quebec. The Ganedians are algo wore apt to jive dn the 
largest eities in Canada than are the evhnics, In fact the sise of 
the eity they live in appears to have move relationship to the choice 
of the none-ethnic category than does the region of residence, (Table i404) 


Table 41. & 


Residence by Ethnicity, in Percentages 
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B.C. BoC. OTHERS eee nt NADIANS 

Eo 9 Others 

7 Mewes ds end 5 ss G s 9 

Region | ae a 
Maxitimes / 44 6 3 7 43 5 

Quebec . 7 18 15 7 13 28: 
Ontario 43 44 59 49 47 28 
Vest | 46 37 3 38 

(47970) (7054) (7693). (3082) (482) (237) | 

Location — 

Farm, village 23 24 15 12 19 44 
Small city 24 24 18 23 16 48 
Medium siged city 9 40 : 10 12 7 
‘large city 43 48 60 55 53 65 


(14752) (7046) = (4694) (3064) 12) ieee 
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This suggests that the horizons of the “Canediens"” may be 
somewhat broader then these of the ethaics, and in fact this is 
gupparted by the evidence on whe-ce they have lived in the past, on 
their contacts with other groupa of people, and on their bilingual 
ability. As can be seen in Table 11.5 this support is particularly 
strong for the French and "Other" speaking Canadians. A higher proportion 
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of them have iived in more than one plase in Ganads than heve 

their ethnic colleagues. A high pyoportion also have friends and 
relatives among the French or Pnglish or both and a higher proportion 
are pexTettly bilingual, the English speaking Canadians, on the 
other hand, are no more apt to be bilingual than the English ethnics, 
only slightly more trevelled, and with only slightly more French 
friesde and relatives, Ons might speculate that being a normethuic 
is, fox these English speaking Canadians more of an ideological 

issue than a result of direct interpersonal, experience, It my he 
that the idea of an ethnic meZting pot is ef considerable relevance 
to them, although we have no evidences te support this, The fact 
that they tend io live in large clties ang in the most industrialised 
province ~~ Ontario =" would tend hed support this inferente. 


Table 17.5 


‘Mobility, Coutacts and Bilingualian, 
by Ethnicity, in Pereenteges 
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Table 1128 


Occupation, Insome, Education and Religion, 


By Ethnicity, in Percentages 
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7 cf of cf of A 


Laber force status 
in iabor force 44 


Housewite 45 
Student 2 
Unemployed 4 
Other t2 
. (91470) 
Qesupatiion 
Professional, | 
Mang cerita) 27 
Clerical, sales, 
service 47 
ekilied 49 
semieskilled, 
unekiilied 23 
Farmer, Tarn 
daborer 42 
(47970) 
PETLIOMO 
' Under $3,000 47 


$3,000 to $6,500 32 


%65500 or more 27 
(41470) 
EBducet4 on. 
Os 7 years 72 
8 = 42 yerrs 68 
13 or more yeare 20 
(44170) 
Has gone to a 
university 114 
(44075) 
Religion 
Protestant 16 
GathoLic 20 
Other 2 
Nene 2 
(44161) 
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2 25 

46 47 
20 20 

24 37 

6 2. 
(3082) (482) 
12 14 

34 46 

35 44 
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the inference is further supported by evidence, presented 
in Table 11.6 on the socio-economic statue of respondents. A higher 
preportion of the Canadians are in the laker force then are ethnies, 
Canediane tend, although not strongly 20, more often than cthers, ta 
heave wore sehooling, and te bs in professional ox managerial occupations. 
fhe English and French spesking “Canadiana” also tend to have higher 
incomes than English and French ethuiecs, In thie they ditfer from 
Cansdiens who speak other languages, Thess latter, whe tend to be 
Catholic more frequently than are “other ethnics, aleo tend to be 
skilled workers with both lower education and lower inceme, 


What these various icinds of evidence suggest is that 
the "Canedians" are a more cosmopolitan group who ere closer to tho 
malting pot idea, than to the mosaic idea. The English speaking 
part of the group, who make up the lergest prepertion, are lass 
strongly Anglo-Saxon in origin than the English ethnies and would 
appear, primeriily threugh their own efforts, to be soviewhat betier 
educated and to hava achieved higher inecomes and oveupationg, They 
claim slightly more friends and reletives among the French than’ do 
the English ethnies, but they do net live in predominantly French 
aections of Canada nor do they speak French without diffieulty. The 
French speaking “Canadians” have much the same characteristics as the 
English speaking bur they alse show considerably more contact with the 
English than devthe French ethnics and they epeak English without 
difficulty. Those Canadians who speak another language are especially 


involved with both the French and the English, sand this, rether than high 


‘socio-ecqnimie status apprars te be having an effect on their denial 
of a particular ethnic identity. : 
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Reonowis Attitudes and Experience 


In the previous part of thie ehapter we have been 
eoneerned with the nonethnic respondents and have larcely imnored 
athuics who of course compose the largest preportion of the samples. 
Here we shall be concerned with variations in attliudes among both 
ethnics and nonethnics. But first we should describe very briefly 
the ‘backgrounds of the etimics. ‘”) 

it is clear that on certain background characteristics, 
the English and French and "othex ethnites would be different: on 
principle language, on ancestral origin, on birth place, on religion, 
and on region of residence, Canada is an ethnically divided country 
with the English tn the Usritimes and Ontario, the French in Quebec 
and "other" ethnics residing in the Vest. But for the most part, 
ahout the sane proportion of Bnglish and Freneh jive on fare and 
in cities, while the majority of “other ethnics live in large cities. 
Again, the Brench are considerably more bilinguel then are the English 
both in the respondeni’g generation and in that of bis parents. Whatever 
other language “other” ethnics speak, they speak English considerably 
more often than they speak Prench. In fact they are no more facilis 
in French than are the English, not have their parents been before them. 


About the same proportion of English have friends and relatives 
among the French as have French among the English. The English have 
intermarvied with other ethnies in the same proportion as they have 
with the French, But the Prench have not intermarried with the “other” 
ethnics nor do the “other” have French friends. For no ethnic group 
has there been much mixing with menbers of the other ethnie groups, even 
at the level of friendship. 


(1) The reader is referred to Tables 11.1 to 11.6 again. 
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On socieeeconomic status, the French end English do 
differ but not to the degrees that general belief in Canada Insists ou 
making the Gifverence, In Zack when we compare the education of 
french ethoies with their incames and cecupations we are isd te 
conclude that the French have been overrewarded to sone extents 
about 40% of the French have net gous beyond grade seven in seheol 
as compared with only 125 of the English; twice the proportion of 
English have gone to wmiversliy as compared with the French. Yet the 
difference in the proportion of English and French with professional 
and managerial ececupationsis not great and tha difference in peuportion 
ef the two groups, in the lowest income category is even amalier. 
Certainly a larger proportion of French than English are in manual 
jobs, & staller proportion are “in the Gop income Category, bus 
considering their lack of edueation in en industrialized s idety, they 
neve achieved remarkably well | 


‘With thie in mind, let us lock Pirst at same of their 
agonomic attitudes, mainly at their perception of their accomplishments, 
their Pinsneial positian, and their perception of their econamic 
Luturs 


Respondents were asked whether they felt that thelx 
finaneial position was songruent with thelr edueation. They were 
gine acked if they felt they hed reached a soclal ‘rank comparable 
to the one their father had reached. The responses to these questions 
are shawn, by ethnicity, in Table ti./. As can be seen the Froush 
and "others" experience incongruence in somewhat higher proportions 
then do the English but not gignificamtly #0, When the incongruent 
were asked what they thougnt apout the incengruenes we Pind thal 
aot many more French and oxy a slightly higher proportion of "others" 
‘think about it at least sometines.. This ig not very different from the 
English. In comparison with their fathers, about the same proportion 
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of each group (except the French speaking “Canadiens") have been 
mobile, primarily in an upweri dixection, Thess data suggest no 
experiences of econemic Injustice on the paxt of the Pranch, so far 
as their personal lives are concerned. 


Table 4101 


Perseption of Accoupiishments by Ethoie Category 


BeGou( Beau .OEHERS. -. CATIADIANS 
; . Be F : Others 
42 re ? io Ga ye 
gnconmruent t a 
raRKards * costa 12 47 17 47 12 4 
.costs *» rewards : 47 17 40 45 43 
Congruant 3 " 
rewards = costs «#65 58 54. 66 68 52 
| (41161) (7038) (4693) (3080) = (182) (237) 
Concerned about 
ineonprvence 59 * 64 55 58 | AS 
(39:3) (3051) = (783) = (4058) (55) (425) 
Social rank compared : | 
to Fathers 
ines Ont? 
Higher 3/ 39 45 37 53 35 
Lower 9 41 44 T J 48 
Congruent s 45 45 33 45 29 37 
(41159) (7054) (1697) (3082) (182) (237) 


Nor do respondents perceive their financial position in 
radically different termes A slightly larger proportion of Freneh 
see thei financial situation as constant over time than do other 
respondents, as cen be seen in fable 11.8, but no more French than 
‘others perceive their present gituation aa having worsened or predict 
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p greater optimism ef other respondents. — In this regard, Conadians 
oe FF speaking languages: ether than English: or French are perhaps the 
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Tug as ‘sds French tend more fvoquently to perceive an — >; 


absence ef oh : ' 


e in their fineneial sltuaiions, so are they more ign 


< apt ‘to be unable ‘$0 predicts what will happen $0 them in the future > nt 
; » As Table a «D shows, onky about het of those in the labor force, 
&- 

as compared to from two thirds to three quarters ot the other -_ 


respondents in the labor force, Teel they oan foxesee wagt will 

bappen in ‘their work and only a third of them fee) that they can 
easily. plan for their future. Indeed, ouly the Canadians who speak | 
‘languages other then English and French axe ag uncertain about their 
future plans ag are the Prench, although wilike the French, those 

in the labor force are more certain about the fixture of their working 
‘Lives. Perhaps the moet surprising thing abouts this evidence is that, 
‘despite the apparent stability of most of the respondents in theiz 

’ accomplishments, end despite their optimiem about their financiel — : 


7 


"4 


situation, Legs then half of them feel cextein abovt their future 

encugh to make plang Lor it easily. Without comparative data it 

woule be diffieult to say whether thie is an indication of the basic _ 
conservatian Which hee fxrequentiy been aserlbed to Canadians in general, 
ox whether there is, about the siructure of Canadian society, a basic 
instability which wakes people feel that their futures arg uncertain, 
or both, We can, nevertheless, apeeify more elosely whe are the people 
“who experience this uncertainty. 


Table 114.9 


Percepiion of Puture by Ethnic Group, 
in Percentages 
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Ve stated befexe, that the evidence on edunat jon, cesupatien 
and ineome suggeste that the French have tended to be ovexrevanied ia ~ 


occupation - ant income rel ative tothe ax causation. We have also stated that 


the evidense suggesta that they do not feel go to any larse sxtent more 
often than other kinds of respondents, We may now eaak, to what extent 
éo these objective indices of rewards and the aubjective fooling of 
the relationship between incemte and education affest theiz certainty 
ox wumartainty about their future at work and their future plans jn 
general .— Ve shell look at the subjective feeling first. 


fable 11. 10 presents evidence on the effect of the subjective 


relationship between ineome and education on certainty about the fuinue, 
It also presents the effect of a sense of 6eonomie deprivation on 
Suture certainty. What is perhaps most surprising about this evidence 
is thet ‘those people wio one Would suspect feel most stable, that is, 
those choze Sinancis. situation is congruent with thoir educational 
attainment are not necessarily the most certain about their tutu LS 5 

in fact it 1a those who feel. overxrewarded who have the moat certainty 
about the future. Presumably peopie have to get more then they admit 
they daserve before they can predict the future wlth ease, It follows 
from his that those who feel economically deprived would be unable 


_ te plan for the future easily, and, as the evidence shows, this is 


in fact 80. 


Still another supprising finding is thet the French, when 
they feel overrewarded, admit that they can foreses their work future 
with a seasouable Gegree of ease. Considering the public objection 
to English speaking control of business organizations this would not 


- have been predicted. The small preportion of underrewaried Preneh vho 


feck they can predict their work future is more in live with whet one 
would expect. In fact, only the English (end the Canedians) are 
consistently certain about their work future regardless of their 
impression of their rewerds or lack of them, and they teo are uncertaia 
about the future when they feel themselves to be underrewanied. 
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‘the : eftect of the objeciivs tldees of ogcupation, 
7 ‘dneoms. and edueation on coxtainty wth the future is shown in the — 
7 evidence prozented din Table 74 olte We have added to them the effect 
a of. age es well, As ean be BON, ecortainty ebout work future aud the . 

2 _ fweure in general varies inversely with age and directly with the 
other factors. Thus, the younger the respondent the mare apt in he 

; to be able to foresee his work future, and also make plens for the 
furnere easily. The more education he has, the higher bis income and 
the higher his ecoupstional status the more sertein he is about the 

future. 


When we leok at variatione among ethnic groups we see that 
for the French only high education gives the same kind ef cartaiety 
about the future that it gives te other respondents, Otherwise neither 
| youth, nor high income, ner high oncupational status produce as high | 

) a proportion of French who are certain about the future } as they de Pox - 
| other vegpondents, although they do have comparable effects. We can 
eonelude that age and thess socio-economic statue variables probably 
explain much of the variation in the certainty people feel about their 
ve future although they explain it least well for the French, Other 
=| factors ag well must affect the certainty that the French fee about 
ss their futures to a larger extent than is true for the English and 
the Canadians. 


= ; a : 

oe | One might speculate that one of these other factors sould 

ov” be the numerical predominanee of the French in the area in which 

| ‘respondents live: where the French are numerically predominant they 

; gan wake future plans with more certainty. But in fact, this does 

; not hold true entirely as Table 11.12 shows. All ethnie groups are 
brad about their works futures in heth nae and Brench dominated 
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he “moze: cor ain shout ‘their work futures in Brench dowiuated @etelots “one 
a then ‘they rr in English acatnaded ones. Se far as certainty about : 
future | plans in ger neve BOO ‘eonserned ethuie predominance in a 
~ dietrics hee no effect, The Pronch are as apt to be uncertain in 
_ -‘Prench domivated districts as they are in English ones. — ys 


On the basis of the other evidences prasented in Table 11.12, 
4% would appear that the economic nature of the area a respendent lives ‘2 
in has more. effeot on the certainty with which he faces the future | d : 
than dess ethnic predominance. People living in the mest industrialised = 
and economically diversified regions of Ganada are mom apt to be ea : 
certain about their work futures (Quebec and Ontaric) than ere those 
living in areas where there ig dependexce on a few products (West) or, - 
especially, where there te considerable umemployment and depressed 
economic gonditions (Maritimes), Since districts dominated by othars 
tend to. be iu the Vest, economic conditions, rather than the predominance | 
of "athers" may be the more important factor in explaining the uncertainty 
of respondents in these districts. ei 


¥ 


Net only are vespondente whe live in the mest industeialiged 
regions of Canada more certain about their futures ‘but those Living 
in large cities where the effects of industrialism axe most directly 
experienced ere the most certain. This is especially trues for the 
s “English and the "Canadians", Insefar as sextainty abouts the future 
is an index of feelings of stability, we can conclude that the stability 
of the rural, farm life is indeed 9 romantie and unrealistic ideal, 


:? By 


Ve are left nevertheless with the censlusion that uncertainty — 
about: the future is experienced by a majority of Canndiana, especially 
i i uncertainty about their work futures. The Premch are more apt te 
a 7 experience uncertainty then other kinds of Canadians, although their 
| _ cortediaty increases for the same reasons as does the certainty of 

other. peoples when they feel. overrevanded, and uot econom mcaily 
¢'] ‘deprived, when they have advanced education, high incomes, and high 
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| occupational statue, and when they live in, industrialized areas 


woach are not necessarily cancentrated in districts where they 
themelves are numerically predominant or, ae in Quebec, where they ; 
have & monopoly on political vower, 


It would be too facile at this point to suggest that 
& unsigtently lower certainty of the French about their futures 
~~ especially theix future in general is due to soue general 


psychological difference in “ethnie mentality". We suggest thet” 
Before such a conclusion Ts drawn, a more intensive analysis cf 


structural variables, beyond the acope of this survey, is required. 


ITt 


Politiesl Attitudes and Experisnee 


Respondents were asked a series of questions which allow 
ue to make certain observations about their voting behaviour, their 
interest in political activity and their sense of political efficacy, 
Tt ia to this area of their lives we wish now te turn. We shall begin 
with their voting behavior and voting intentions, 


In the federal electio of 1963 about 305 ef the respondents 
said that they exercised their right to vote. ‘The proportion in each 
ethnic group who said they voted ranged from a high of 83% among the 
English, /5( among the French to a low of 65° emong persons of “other 
ethnic group membership. How the people who said they voted, did cast 
theie votes is shown in the first part of Table 41.73. 


Even disccunting a bandwagon effect. it is clear that 
only one of the political parties in Conada—~ the Liberal party — 
has @ wiiversal appeal comparable to the universality which beth 
parties in the United States have tried to achieve in the past. The 
UDP. party comes closest to the Liberal Party in the success of its 
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appeal to universeliam, although ite policies presumably appeal ie ae 
: more Erequently to the non-French, ‘The Conservative pexty'’s appeal, ” 
ina pertiouleristic one appesling minly so the Snglich, and the idl, 
nt Social Credit appeal, whore it appeals at all, is a French appeal . ve 
fable 11,13 
Voting Behavior and Yoting Intention 
“presenta # Bee F.C, OFMKRS CANADIANS ——_ 
| pats 2 ined 
“Yoting ehavior | wa 
Liberal 37S 48 42 
Conservative | 32 12 49 22 40 
3 | claihiat | a | 8 
Social Credit yale 8 4  aiieowolga ane: 
| (9428) (5363) (1220) (2603) (454) 
Voting Intention a 
ss Tdberall : 13 2 21 21 26 
Conservative eo. s ras 2 
WeD.Pe Cae Goa a0 5 
- Soedal Credit ee th shee ei i 4 
Undecided eae 25 _ 3A 28 18 
Will vote for the mn 16 25 9 18 27 


(41170) (7054) (1695) (3082) (182) (237). 
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would ose to be, in other words, ovly ons party in 

wh: E liy to all ethnic groups. As can be soou” 

in the second part of Table 11.3 this appeal has csemained stable wince 
1965, at least among those who are willing and able to state a voting 

r preference . Ag can be seen these people make up less than half—- 

7 “1 considerably lees in the case Of the French and the “ethers! <= of 
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Taking these two sets of evidence together, we would he 
eonclude that even the success of the Tiberal party in implementing 
the value of universalisn is a relative success. Lt is, perbapa not 
Surprising therefore, considering the voring Bironeth of. the English 
in Canada, that federal elestions have tended to 
governments with some regularity in recent years. 

Given this pattern of actuel and potential behaviour, 
how interested are respondenis in political activity? Table 11.44 
presents some evidence with which we may assess degrees of 
political interest ard disinterest. We have chosen to present 
the proportions of people who are politically disinterested ia voting, 
who rarely or never discuss political problems with other people and 
whe ars uninterested in both federei and provincial politics, As san 
be seen the — ef the ee disinterested is high, 
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Table 11.74 


Political Disinterest, by Ethnicity, in Percentages 
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end to haif ef the respondents who rarely or never talic about politics. 
In fact, politics ig a regular topic of conversation te only about a 
tenth of these respondents, despite the fact that the majerity of 
people do vote. It is an agseciational activity to almost ne one, 


Political interest is least prevalent —- or polities 
disinterest is most widespread ——- emong the French, Consistently, 
fewer of them than the English voted in 1963, fewer of them than anycone 
else talk about polities even occasionslly and fewer of them are 
interested in politics. | 


is the greater French disinterest in politics paralleled 
by @ greater French suspiciousness of the general inadequacy of 
eovernmments? The answer to this, as Table 11.15 show# is yes. 


Table 171.15 
Political Inefficacy, by Ethnicity, in Percentages 
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B.C. F.C QUHERS CANADIANS 
Eo F, Othere 
9 fa me: Gi 9 ip 


Govermments are not an rennin 
interested in what 
most people think 


91161) = (7054) 


Neither the federal or (aims —————e i 
provincial Govervanirt rh 2 n9 
takes care of people’s (1 (7048 e557 (3082) (ies sy —12377 
interests 
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Almost half (45%) of all respondents do not think that 
govermients are interested in what people think but the French are 
especially convinced this 1a so. And, a amall core of them, question 
beth federal and provineial governments’ ability to take care of them, 
Except for Canadians speaking languages ether than French or Inglish, 
who nourish the sams idea, most of the other respondents could see one 
goverment as taking care of people's inierest. 
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ald. 


ist us lgok finally et thesa pecple whe are interested 
in politica end who srert some value to. Geverments. Where does their 
interest lie and which kind of goverrment do they think is most 
efficacious? ‘the evidence is presented in Table 11.16, 


Table 17.46 


Federal = Provincial Attitudes by Ethateity, 
in Persentages 


il ed oe 


Bc, F.C, OTHERS _ GANADIANS 
E ° Fe Others 
~ ie o fo fe 
Poesus of political interest | =) wisi 
Federal 29 14 2/ 30 24 16 
Provineial 24 26 20 48 45 5 
ane 34 30 Re; 35 4 


4 
(11170) (7054) (1693) (3082) (482) (237) 
Estimate of Government Care 


Federal better 24 12 14 2% 16 19 
Provineial better 31 35 30 ag 25 20 
Both 22 18 22 26 25 25 


(11970) (7048) (1693) (3082) (182) (237) © 


_ HBederal politics are of more interest to most of these 
respondents than are provineial polities, although not overwhelmingly so. 
In fact if 2 respondent is interested in politics at all he is more spt 
to be interested in both kinds of politics rather than in one to the 
exclusion of the other. This is as true for the French as it is for 
other respondents, But if the French do select only one Mind of polities 
te be interested in they are, unlike all other respondents, more apt to 
choose provincial politics, as their focus of interest, 
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While federal polities may be more interesting, estimates 
of the abilities of the respective goverments %0O take care of people's 
interests vary in the opposite direction. It is like being faseinated 
with gomsone who you really de net think is up te mueh goed. The 
provincial governments are seen most frequently as more able to care 
for people's interests and there is agreement about this among all 
respondents, At the same time, the French are least apt to view tho 
federal government as having any value and "others" tend to sgree with 
them most cloeely, ‘There ie nevertheless no complete rejection of the 
value of the federal government by any group. 


Can the lowex level of political interest end the greater 
suepicion of the worth of govermment among the French be at leaat partly 
accounted for? Is it some consequence of their concentration in the 
province of Quebec? Or is it a consequence of their age or their 
socio-economic status? We may now consider these questions. 


Let ue look first at the politieelly disinterested, and 
also at those whe do not see governments as really being interested in 
helping people. “fhe evidence for the politically disinterest cl is 
showa in Table 11.17 and in Teble 17.79. | 


For the mest pert, these data show that political 
disinterest is a sociel phenemengn, if social clase is measured by 
income, occupation and education, rather than an age or an ethnic 
phenemenon. Sintilaz conclusiens have been made in other studies of 
pelitical interest and disinterest. Thus the lower the sucial class, 
the higher is the disinterest in political activities: manil workers 
are more disinterested than non-manual workers; lew educated and Low incom 
people are moxe disinterested than highly educated and high ircome 
people. 
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| There are,’ nevertheless soma curious differsnces shown 
in these data which suggest that ethnicity is having some effect on 
| ~politieal interest. Im particular the Trench are more politically 
disinterested than are the English, the Cthers end the Canadiens, 
regardiees of the factor that is held constant, The only points at 
Wiich ethuieity disappears as an effective factor is among the highly 
educated, and even here, the results are no% consistent since both 
highly educated French and "Others" refrained from voting in the 
1963 election in remarkably high propartions, Premmably these 
people are not appealed to by any of the present political. parties 
in Canada, . 


These data raise some further questions. First, do the 
French, also view govermments as no} being concerned with the 
interests of the people proportionately more often than others, 
vegardiess of their status characteristics? Table 11.18 presents 
evidence bearing on this question. 


Let us leok first at those people who feel that governments 
are not interested in what most people think (colum (e)), As with 
polities] disinterest, it is generally the low income, low educated 
people and the people in manual occupations who feel this way 
most frequently; increasing income, education or oceupationsl status 
reduces the feeling. But, as before, consistently more of the French 
feel this way regardicss of what factor is held constant. In other 
words, these faetors seem to be having a comparable effect on al} 
ethnie groupings of people but the effect is less important for the 
French than it is for other kinds of respondents. 


When we Look at theses people who think neither type of 
government in Canada is taking care of people's interests (Column (b)) 
we find that the effect of these factors is different for the various 
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ethno graupings. Nons af them are afrecting the way the Engiiech 
think, For the English the majority, regardless of status, think 
that at least ene government is talcing care of people's interents, 
Wa shail return to thece peeple later. But for the others, these 
gtstur factors do make & difference although tha effect of income 
and edueation is different fer the "Others" compared te the French 
and the Canadians. For these latter sreupings, the lower the 
education and income the more apt are they to feel that neither 
goverment takes care of people’s interests. This is similer to 
the relationship reported in other studies en political efficacy. 
But for the "Others", the effect is in the oppesite direction —= 
the higher the education and income, the maze are these people 
apt te be disenchanted with the effectiveness of the govermments. 


We are now ready to raise a second question. Are these 
results on political disinterest and political inefficacy a consequence 
ef where pecple reside in Canada, and through this index, of the 
secial organisation in which they spend their lives? let us begin 
with political disinterest once more. Evidence on the effeets of 
residential lecation is presented in Table 17.79. 


Perhaps the most startling observation that ariges cut 
¢ these data is that people living in Quebec are more disinterested 
in polities than people living anywhere elae in Canada. Regardless 
of athnicity, they are mre apt to have refrained from voting in 
1963, they taik about polities rarely or never, and they are disinterested 
in both federal and provincial politics. One might specuiate that the 
English and "Others" in Quebec, are more like the French than thay are 
like the other English becaupe of the predominance of the Preneh in 
Quebec and te some extent this appears to be so, Thus where the 
French ave predominant there is a greater peopertion of English who are 
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now disinterested in polities than Where they thenseives predoninate. 
They are the only ethnic group who show this yattern. Outside of 
Quebee and for the mogt part, ovteide of French dominated districts 
the French disinterest in polities is not meh greater and in sone 
arceas, is very eimilar in proportion to that of the other ethnic 
groups. Ruraleurban residence appears to have only a slight effect 
on the political interest of either the French or tha English, with 
the people in large cities being slightly leas apt to vote and 
slightly more apt to be disinterested in both federal and provingial 
polities than their rural colleagues. 


in Table 11.20 are presented the effects of residential 
Location on people's estimate of the efficiency of governments. IY is 
the French in Quebec and aiso the French in the West who are most ept 
to think that governments are not interested in what people think but 
ths latter are not nearly ao disenchanted with the effectiveness of 
gevermments as are the Quebec French. As with political disinterest, 
it is in districts where the French predominate that the French sense 
of politieal efficacy is consistently lowest, a phenomenon that is 
not characteristic of any other ethnic grouping, In other regions and 
districts the French sense of political inefficacy does not differ widely 
from that of the other groupings of respondents, 


let us look finally at the interest and effieacy respondents 
gxent to the federal and to the provincial governments. To what extent 
is the lower interest in and greater disenchantment that the French 
of Quebee show toward gevermnents in general paralleled by a difverance 
in the focus of attention among those who are interested in political 
activity and who do grant some effectiveness te ene or other er both 
kinds of government? Sines regional location appears to have sa important 
an effect we shail consider that evidence first. The evidexnce on 
political interest is presented in Table 11.21, om governmental 
effectiveness in Table 717.22. | 
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The evidence in Table 17521 asems to confirm aa epinion 
that ia widely held in Canada, that more of the French in Quebee are 
inverested in provincial polities than in federal polities, Eut thie 
opinion is confimmed only ameng the peeple who insist on maling a 
choices Infact, the evidence shows that a larser prepertion of the 
French in Quebee snd alec in French dominated distriets ave interested 
in both provineial and federal politics, The proportions ef French 
interestedin beth kinds of pelities are much similar to the vropertions 
of other groupings of respondents. No ethnic group an Canada shows 
& preponderantlyexelueive interest in only one kind of politics. 

An extlusive interest in provineial politics -— lowest in the wealthiest 
and most industrialised region of Canada, Ontario and Queber, —— tends 
to be highest in the poorer and less induetrialiged rezions such as 

the laritimes and the West. 


‘The evidences on the effectivences of Ledexak end provincial 
govermuments ta presented in Table 11.22, The intereret in beth federal 
and provineial polities among all grovpings is not paralleled by the 
estimate of the effectiveness of the governments as being equally 
effective, We may leok at these date in a number of woys. If for 
example, we eombine those who consider both kinde of government 
equally effective, on the one hand, with those who think the provincial 
govexrmments axe more effective on the other, we find that more reepondents 
think the provincial governments ara more or at least as effective as 
the federal government. Exeept among the Prench in Quebso and respondents 
in the Maritimes ani the West, political interest was fin the opposite 
divection to thie estimate. 


There is agreement about the effectiveness of provincial 
governments among all respondents who live in the Maritimes and the 
Western provinces, and alse among those who live in districts where 
no ethnie group predominates. There ig reasonable agreexent among 
all. respondents who live in Ontario: about the same proportion of 
respondents say the federal government is as effective as or more 
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effective than the provinedal government as say the opposite, The 

major difference of opinion ocoure anong those respondents Living 

in Quebec or in districte in which the French predominate, which of 
course are primarily the same localities. Here the French are 
overwhelmingly convinced, in a ratio of 2:1, that the previneial 
goverment is as effective as or more effective than the federal 
povermment. Whereas the English opt for the federal government, although 
not to the exclusion of the provincial government in @o great ao degree, 
Others and Canadiens Living in Quebee are evenly divided in their 
estimates of the two covernments,. 


That this may be a emali commmity —~ large comunity 
difference is suggested, when we look at the evidenee on where 
respondents reside. People in rural areas end in smell cities, 
regardless of ethnicity are more apt to wiew the provincial govermments 
as more effeetive, In this opinion they are joined by the Frengh and 
the "others" whe live in large cltles, while the English and the 
Canadians are about equally divided in their estimate of tha two 
types of government. 


It may also be a generational difference as the evidence 
in Table 14.23 euggests. Inereasing age tends to lead these respondents, 
regsriless of ethnicity, to view the federal government as more effective 
than the provincial governments or to view them as equally effective. 
Aweng the young, 4t ia the provincial government which is viewed aa 
being more effective and for these people ethnicity haz Little effect 
on their judgment. It would appear that Quebec youth are not the only 
youth whose "imaginations have been captured” by a provincial covermunt. 
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Tabh @ mee 
: a ina Francik tend to bo « nt. 
_ Age and | Eetimete. of Goverment Eftectivences, 
os = ote _in Poreonteges. 


Under 30 years 20, 43. 16 8 43 43 18. 28 15 
(1949) Gist) (363) 

30 = 49 years Be aes ee || ae 17 «#43 ~=«—-33. «19 

(4786) (49) (750) 

50 years or more 26 25 24 15 en. 36 ~ 25 30 
| (4091) | » (2405) (544) 
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# {e) Federal goverment takes best care of people's interests, : 
(b)” Provincial government takes beet care of people's interests, * 
(ec) Both governments take care of people's interests equally well. 
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iA A SS of the background of psxacis who choose not tic belong 
te an.ethnic group with those whe do ), SuggEata that the former 
the "Canadians" -—~ have Bitebhaciacinn that are aongruent with 
7. the. requirements of,en industrial society, and especially Bihan 
industrial Beciety cn the North American sont inent.. Their backgroun Ps 
are middie. class 8 ye middle alaas An socie- 
economic characieriatica. / ) fhey dave am large 
_— Gktiee although Cay Tare bee GeCEerhically mobile. Their contacta\ 
- with other people cut acrons ethnic linea. At the sone tima they | 
make up only @ seventh of the total population, The wajocliy of | 
Faapenianteis view thezssives as baving an etnie manborSIXp> 
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t ected ¥ rl end the English dntexact in about.equaik ..., 
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Se When Be of eaueatson is compared orn income and oceupation, — 


 Devnaward anes is experienced by ovly a small and similar 
- proportion of each ethnic group. The majority of respondents 


Cextainty about the future varies directly with socio-economic 


But these factors explain ‘the fcalings of certainty of the Freneh 


‘The French are proportionately least interested in polities, 
They are else least apt to view governments ag being responsive 
to the Pama! and interests or the: bol aa 


oo to be on both the federal and provincial governments with 


‘the French tend to be overrexarded in higher proportions then 


are other respondents. Nevertheless they do not think this is ie 
60 mere often then others when they are agked to mire sam their ae 7 
edueation with theiz financial posits ion, 7 


view themselves, intergenerationally, az stable or as upwardly 
mobile, | 


Similar proportions ef each ethnic meu have aiftiew ty planning 
ter their futures, although their work futures ara felt to he 


more certain than their general futures. The French are comistentliy re 
the least certain about their futures. But a very high proportion : 


of all respondents feel uncertain about the future. 


Certainty about the future depends less on the ethnic predominance 
of @ group in a particular distriet than it does on the economic 
conditions of the district. The more industrialised is the 
district, the more certain are respenients about their future. 


gtatus and a sense of overrevardednesa, end inversely with age. 


Lees welt than they explein bie feelings of other respondents, 


Political interest end political efficecy vary with etimicity. 
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‘The reais of political interest for ell respendents but the French, 


deral atalahe viewed as somenhat more eres: The French 
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10. Provineial governments are viewsd as more effective in talking 
care of the interests of pseple than is the federal government, 
The French in partieular adept this view point. It is alae held 
by people who live in the ese industrialized regions of Cavads. 


M1. The Freveh who Live in the Province of Quebec are especially 
- disinterested in politics, and view governments, especially tha 
federal goverment as ineffective in taking eare of people's 
intervats, ° 


12. Regardless of ethnicity people wer 20 years of age are moat 
apt to consider provineial governments fa being more effective 
than the federal eevernment, 
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APEENDICE 


Las résultats de cette Stude nraviennent d’um échantillon 
stretitié (weighted mltiustage stratified area randon gample) de 
4165 interviews faites dans l'ensemble du Canads. 2! univers duquel 
cet échartilion a été ting est constitud par l’ensemble des Listes 
Glectorales préparges pour 1’ dlection générale du Cenade de 4963. 


1. Ghoix de Districts Eleetoraux 


la premiere étape de 1! échantillomage a été de déterminer 
um certain nombre de districts éleectoraux ol se feraient les interviews. 
A cette fin 11 a 466 tout d’abord ddeidd de diviser le Canada t en 
> strates régionales, Ce sent: t= les Provinces Atlantiques (Verre= 
Neuve, Nouvelle-Heosse, Nouveau-Brunswick et Ile du Prince-Udouard); 
2 Québecs 3~ Ontario; 4- Leg Prairies (Manitoba, Sasketehewan et 
Alberta); 52 Colombie Britannique, 


En gecond lieu, 41 fut déeidé de diviser les divers 
dietricts Glectoraux tela que définis dens le Rapport du Directeur 
général des Elections (264ame élection générale de 1963) en districts 
urbains et ruraux et de stratifier en 3 groupes ces nouvelles catégories 
de districts. 


La division des districts électoraux en urbaing et ruraux 
a été faite de la maniére suivante: io un district Electoral urbain 
fut défini tel & la condition que tous ses bureaux de votation aient 
été considérés urbains dans le Rapport du Directeur général, des Fleetions 
(264eme dlection génévale de 1963) et tout district dleetoral sang 
distinction de bureaux de votation cui inclusit dans gon territoire 


(1) Tes territoires du Yukon et du Hord-Ouest ent été exelus. 
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une des 25 grandes agciomérations uxbaines du Conade teliss que 
eéterminées au Recensement canadien de 1967. ‘ Les districts 
urbaing détermings, le résidu des 263 distriets Sleetoraux ds 

i.’ Gieetion gévdrale de 1965 a formd ce que nous avons appelé les 
districts Tureuxe 


ie gtratification des districts urbains et xuraux de 
chaeune des 5 strates régionales (Provinces Atlantiques, Québec, 
Ontario, Prairies et Colombie Britanique) en trois nouvelies 
eubdivisians s'est effectuce en tenant compte des diverses propor- 
fieng de Canadiens d’erigine francgsise vivant dane ehacuma des 
districts éleetereaux du Canada et se pour les gtretes régionales 
Atlantiquas, Ontaric, Prairies et Colomble Britaunique. En ce 
gud comeme la strate régiouale Québec, ce gont ies proportions 
de Canadiens d'origine non frangaiss qui ont servi de principe de 
stratifiention. VYoiei les définitions de ces diverses strates. 


1a.. Provinces Atiantiques ~ Districts Urbaing 


Strate I Diwtricts élextoraux urbeins dont la proportion de 
Canadiens franceis est inférieurs & 5 pour cant do la 
population totale de chacum d’entre eux. 


Strate I% Districts Gleetoraux urbains dont la proportion de 
Canadieng francais est comprise entre 5 pour cant et 
10 pour cent. 


Strate (Ii Districts électoraux dont la proportion de Canadiens 
frangels dépasse 10 pour cent. 


(1) Ces agglomérations urbaines souts 


SteJean (T.N.), Halifax (.-E.), Stedean (N.B.), Montréal, Québec, 
Sherbrooke et Trois-Rivieres (Québec), Hamilton, Singsten, Kitchener, 
Londen, Oshawa, Ottawa, Sudbury, Toronto et Windsor (Ontario), 
Winnipeg (tien. ), Régine et Saskatoon (Sask.), Calgary et Zdmonton 
(Alte), Vaneouver et Vietoria (C.B.). 
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1, Provinees Atiantiques: Districts Ruraux 


Strate T Districts électoraux dont le proportion de Canadiens 
fvangais est inférieure A 25 pour cent. 


Strate TI Districts élect< raux dost ia proportion da Canadiens 
francais est comprise eatre 25 pour cent et 50 pour cent, 


Strate II, Districts électeraux dont la proportion de Canadiens 
frangais dépanse 50 pour cent, 


2a. Province de Québec: Districts Urhains 


irate I Districts électorauxs dont 1a proportion de Canadiens 
non francais eet inférieure 4 5 pour cent, 


Strate IL Districts dlectoreux dont la propertion de Canadiens 
no francais sat comprise entre 5 pour gent et 25 pour cenit. 


Strate TIT Districts Glectoravx dent le proportion de Canadians 
non francais dépasse 25 pour cent. 


2b, Frovince de Québec: Districts Rureux 


Strate f Districts Electoraux dont le proportion de Canadieng non 
francais eat inféeirurea & 5 pour cent. 


Strate tI Districts Gleetoraux dont la proportion de Canadiens nen 
francais est comprise sutre 5 pour cent et 2O pour cent. 


Strate JIi Districts électoraux dont la proportion de Canadiens non 
francais dépasse 20 pour sent. 


3. Province d'Ontearios Districts Urbains et Ruraux 


Strate I Districts élactoraux dont la proportion de Canedisus 
frengais est inférieure & 10 pour cent, 
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Strate iit Districts Glectoraux dent 1a preporiion de Ganadiens 
francais est earpriss entre 10 pour cent e& 25 pour cent, 


Strate Tir Distriets électoravx dont le proportion de Canadiens 
frangais iépasse 25 pour cet. 


4a. Prairies: Districts Urbains 


Strate I Districts électoraux dont ia proportion de Canadiens 
frangais est inférieure & 4.3 pour vent. 


Strate IT Districts électoreux dont le proportion de Canadiens 
francais est comprise entre 4.5 pour cent et 5.2 pour cent, 


Strate ITI Districts éliectoraux dont la proportion de Canadiens 
frangais dépasse 5.2 pour cent. 


Ab. Prairies: Districts Ruraux 


Strate I Districts Glectoraux dont ia proportion de Canadiens 
frangsis est inf @ieure & 10 pour cent, 


Strate II Distriete électorauz dont la propertion de Canadiens 
francais est comprise entre 10 pour cent ef 20 pour cent, 


Strate Ill Districts Glectavaux dent la proportion de Canadiens 
frangeds dépaawse 20 pour cent. 


5a. Colombie Britemique: Districts Urbains 


Strate 7 Districts Glectoraux dont la proportion de Canadiens 
francais est infériceure 4 3.2 pour cent. 


Strate IT Districts Glectoraux dont ia proportion de Canadiens 
frangais est égale & 3.2 pour cent. 


Strate Ill Districts électoreux dont la propartion de Canadiens 
francais dépasge 3.2 pour cent. 
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5b, Coelombic Britamigque: Districts Ruraux 


Strate f Districts électoraux dont Ja proportion de Canadiens 
francais est inférieure & 3.7 pour cent, 


strate II Districts éleetonaux dent la proportion de Canzdiens 
frangeis ess eomprise entre 3./ pour cent ef 4.6 pour sent. 


Strate III Districts éleetoraux dont la proportion de Canadiens 
francais dépasse 4.8 pour cent, 


Les trois étapes préliminaires décrites accomplLies, 
un ¢ertain nombre de districts Glectoraux furent ensuite cholgis au 
hasard dang echaecune des strates obtenues 4 savoir, Atlantiques 
rural ou urbvain I, Atlantiques rural on urbain If... ete. Le nombre 
¢otal de districts de chaeune des strates fut déterminé arbitrairement 
tout en tenant compte de la grandeur relative de chaque strute,. Ili 


yarie Ga 14 16 districts pour une meme strate, 


Pour l'ensemble du paye 142 districts electoraux, seit 
plus de la moitié de l'univers de 1° échantilion (26% districts) ont 
6t6 ainai ehoisis et la probabilité d'inclusion d'un district est 


proportionnelle 4& son nombre 4‘ électeurs. 


Leg districts électoraux ehoisie & Ll'intérieur de chacune 


des strates sont ies suivants: 


Provinces Atilantigues: Urbain 


Strete 1 St-Jean Ouest et St-Jean Est (Terre-leuve) 
Strate Il Halifax (Nouvelle-Ecosse ) 


Strate IIL St-Jean-Albert (Nouveau-Druncwick) 
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Strate I 


Strate IT 


Strate TIT 


Strate I 


Strate At 


Strate Lit 


Strate I 


Strate It 


Strate IIT 


302, 


Provinces Atlantigues: Rural 


Queens (Ile du Prince-Hdouerd) 

YorkeSunbury, VictorlaCarleton, Royal (NouveaueBrunewieck) 
Cumberland, Colchester-Hants, Pietou et Cap Breton Sud 
(Nonvelle-Eeosse). 


Vestmorlend et Voerthumberlandelliramicht (Uoureau-Prunewicl) 
Inverness-Richnond (ouvellesEeosse ). 


Reetigovche-liadewaska et Kent (ouveau-Brunswick) . 


. Québec: Urbain 


Nechelaga, Laurier, Ste-iiarie, Québec-llontmerency, Papineau, 


 ProieeRivieres, 


Cartier, Maisomeuve-Rosemont, Laval, Sherbrooke, Québee«-Sud, 
liergier, Dollard, Longueuil, Outremont-St~-Jean, 


Verdun, Notre-Dame de Grgce, Ste~Anne, 


Québec :. Rural 


Beliechasse, Joliette ~ L'Assonption - liontcalm, Rimouski, 
Beauce, Lévis, Chicoutimi, Lec Stedean, Riviere-dueloup -~ 
Témigscousta, Derchester, St-Hyacinthe,= Tagot, Richelieu « 
Verchéres, Charlevoix, 

Chateauguay ~ Huntingdon, Laprairie, St-Jean Iberville - 
Wapierville, lull, Gaspé, Terrebonne, Richnand ~ \olfe, 
Compton-Frontenac, Peavharncis «- Salaberry. 

Gatineau, Brome-liissisquoi, Argenteuil ~ Deux-llontagnes, 
Chambly « Rouvilie. 
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Strate I 


Strate IT 


Strate ITT 


Strate a 


Strate IL. 


Strate i1IT 


Strate I 


Sixrete TL 


Strate (Tt 


Strate T 


Strate it 


Strate Liz 


Ontario ? (Urbain 


Ontario, Haniiton Ovest, Davenport, York=Centre, 


Hamiiton-Sud, Trinity, Danforth, York-llumber, London, 


Resedale, York«Searhorough, Kingston, Waterloo-llord, 
York-Eat,. 


Carleton, Issex-Ouest« 


Ottava-Ouest, OttawaeKet, Russel, 
Ontario: Rural 


Brantford, Halton, York-ilord, Waterloo-Suc, Grey~Bruce, 
Grey-liorvd, Lambton-OQuest, Euren, Prince-Ddward = Tennox, 
Hastings-Sud, Ventworth, Peterborough, Brant-llaldimand, 
iiddlesez<Ust, leeds, Niagara~Falls, 

Algoma Ouest, Kent, Essex-Sud, Renfrew-Suc. 


Algom Est, Glengarry«Prescott, Simces Est, Sinrmont. 
Prairies: Urbain 


Saskatvon (Saskatchewan et Winnipeg-liord (lianitoha). 
Edmonton-Stxathcona et Gelgery-Sud (Alberta), 


Winnipeg-Sud et Winniper-liord-Centre (Manitoba), 
Praicies: Eural 


llerquette, Selkirk, Brandon-Souris, Portagelleepawe 
(Vanitona ) . Yorkton, Tioose Mountain, jicone-Jaw Lake 
Centre, Qu'Appelle (Saskatchewan), 

Red Deer, Batile River. Camrose, Acadia, Bow Hiver, 


Wetaskiwin, Uedecine Nat, Uacheod, 


lisgar (Manitoba). 
Rosthern et Prince Albert (Saskatchewan). 


Jasper Edson (Alberts). 


SteBoniface et Provencher (lianitoha). 
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Colonbie Britanniqus 


wd . 
“e 
METAR RS 


bes 


Strate 7 Vancoureresd ud 
Strate IT Vancouver-Eat et Vietoria 
RTE ET CTE OR 


Strate Ill Veneouver-Burrard 


Colombie Britanniques Rural. 


Strate I Coast-Capilano, Nanaimo ~ Cowitcham ~ les Isles, Okanayan, 
Boundary . 
Strate If New Vestmineter, Kootenay-Ouest, Okaneryen Revelstoke, 


Strate Tit ComxeAiberni, Burnaby-Coguitiam, Kootenay-Est, 


2, Chotx du Nombre d' Interviews 

Ie nombre total d'interviews a effectuar dans tout le pays 
a été fizé & 4,000 et le nombre d'interviews 4 effectuer dans les 
strates régionales (Atlantigques, Québec, Ontario, Prairies et Colombie 
Britannique) a été déterminé proportionnellement & la population 
totale de chacune de ces ade” 


Te nombre d'interviews & effectuer dans shacune des 
strates de districts Glectoraux, 4 sevoir Atlantiques districts 
ruraux I, Atlantique Districts ruraux II, ete.... a été déterming 
proportionnellement a la population d'électeurs vivant dans ume strate 
et ce, relativement a la population totale d'électeurs de chaque 
strate régionaie. (On trouvera 4 la fin du présent Appendice les 
tableaux qui présentent les diverses proportions et nombre d’ interviews 
établie par chaque strate régionale). 


(1) Les proportions d*habitants de chaque strate {Atiantique, Québec, 
Ontario, Prairies et Colombie Britanniaue) ont ¢té prises dans le 
Reeensement de 1961, les Texritoires du Yukon et du Nord—Ouest 
ayant été exclus au préalable. 
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Population Cavadienne at Hombre dé! intexviews 
" par Strates Régionsles 


Peso OO Fe Re aeiberviows 7 
Atlantique 4,897 9425 1004 ae ee 
Québee 592599299 26.9 1156 
Ontario . _ 6,236,092 34.03 4372 
Prairies o) 5 3p 11h 811 17.65 700 
Colowbie Britennique 1,629, 082 8.9 356 
Total 48,208,724 400.0 4000 
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(+) Reeensement canadien de 1961, 


| le nombre d'interviews & effectuer dans chacun Jes 
districts électoraux choisis au hasard 4 L'intéxieur d'une strate 
de districts électoreux a été déterming proportionnellement & la 
population d’électeura vivant dans un district, et ce relativanment 
& la pepuletion totale d'électeurs de chaque strate de districts 
Electoraux. (On trouvera & la fin de ce chapitre les tableaux 
qui présenteat Les diverses propertious et nombres d’ interviews 
établis pour chaque strate de districts électoreux, ) 


50 Strates "liinoriteires" 


Afin de procdder & uns pondération des groupes nirori-- 
teaires {Canadiens frengais en dehors du Québec et nonefrangals dans 
le Québec), Jes Listes électorales de chacim des districts dlectoraux 
faisant partie de l'éehantillon furent réparties en deux strates. 
Dans les Provinces Atlantigques, l'Ontario, lee Prairies et la 
Colemble Britannique, les Listes ont été divisées conme suit: une 
premiere strate dite minariteaire a été formde par toutes les Listes 
ou le weprésentation de noms francais d'électeurs attelgnait gromse mode 
25 pour cent de la population totale d'éiecteurs inserits 4 un wewe 
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bureau de votations l'autre strate dite tejonitaire «a été formée 

par le résidu des listes qui n'’appartenaient pas & Is premidva 
strate. Dane Québec, un processus sembleble a été guivi eauf 

que de criiére de division fut me représentation de noms ng 
frangais d'électeurs. Ainsi dans le Québec, une premiére strate 

dite minoritaire a é¢cé foxrmée par toutes igs Listes ob 18 repréven= 
tation de noms non-frangais d'électeurs inserits A un wéme bureau 

de votation atteignait grossa mado 25 pour cent de le population 
ingerite aur une meme liste; le résidu des listes qui n° appartenaient 
pas au premlex groupe a fermé la seconde strate dite majoritaire. 


Cette division des listes d’dlecteurs effectudés, Lee 
proportions respectives da’ électeurs insexits dans chaque strate 
de Listes ont été établies pour chacun dea districts électoraux 
faisant partie de l'échantillon. Ces proportions ont servi & 
aéterminer le nombre d' interviews & faixe dana chacune des deux 
strates de listes de chacun des digtricts électoraux choisis. 


4e frineipe de Pondération 


Afin d’sssurver que i’ éechantillon comprenne wn nombre 
suffisant de Canadiens francgate vivant en dehors du Quéhec et ce pour 
fins d'anaiyse iL a été décidé de tripler echaqua choix au haserd ds 
noms francais d‘électeurs, De mame dans le Québec, il fut ddéeidd de 
ivipler chaque choix au hasard de news non-frangais d électeurs, 
Cependant, cette multiplication ayant un effet sur le nombre total 
ad! interviews, ii fut décidé de diminusr d'un tiers le nombre d' interviews 
non-frengais en dehors du Québee, Par contre le nombre de noma francais 
dans le Québec est reaté tei quel. 
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Choix des Bureaux de Votetion et dss Hésidences 
NOTRE IFS ME RRC PL EE HD RU RIN O MT RIEL A APE ITE ENE ISOS MUTT DT METI NN TREES TE ERROR Tf! UR Tar RED 


Ii fwt convenu que ies résidences ou se feraient lea 


interviews seraient choisies dans 400 bureaux de votation, Ainwd, 


une dizeine d’advessew ou résidences sereient tivées dans chacun 


des 400 bureaux de votetion. Cependent la ponddration nécessiiant 
que les listes minoritaires d'électeure soient txiplées, il fut 
établi quien choisissant une liste pour chaque 12 interviews théori- 
quement & effectuerfavant ia pondération), un total dtemriron 400 
bureaux de votation serait atteint, : 


Le nombre de bureaux de votation soit wajoritaizes, 


soit minoxitaires & choigir dans chacun des districts Slectoraux 
de i'échantillon a été obtenu par la division par 12 des nombres 
dinterviews & effectuer dans chacun de ces groupes de bursaux de 
yotation pour chacun des districts de 4! échanti lon.‘ 


le choix des bureaux de yotation s'est effectué au 


aimple hbasard, 1.¢. ehaque bureau & L'intdérieur de chaque strate avait 
une chance égale d’étre tirée. Par ailleurs, come les interviews 


de groupes minoxiteires devaieat Gtre tripldes, les bureaux de 
yotation mivoritaires choisis ont été immédiatement triplés, i.e. 
deux autres bureaux ont été tirdés pour chague choix a'um bureau 
minoriteire » 


(4) 


lows avions prévy qu'enviren &) des bureaux de votation des 
districts électorsaux & choleir seraient des bureaux tombant dans 

ia strate des burenux de groupes mincritaives. Aingi, 32 des 
pureaux & choisir (400 X 8%) devraient étre tirés de la strate 

des bureaux de groupes minoriteires. Ces 32 bureaux devant etre 
triplés, une addition de 64 bureaux serait survente au zcura de le 
procédure, En conséquence, il fut convenu d'diablir & 336 le nombre 
approximatif de 400 bureaux de votation afin qu'ti ne fut pes 
d€épassé A la fin des procéduren. Quatre mille (4,000) interviews 
devant étre faits evant la pondération, le choix d'un nombre de 

336 bureaux de votation nous a conduit a déterminer que 12 interviews 
devraient Gtre choigis dens chacun des bureaux de votation. 


Par exemple, dansun district oi: di avait gid stehii que 15 interviews 
seraient faite dans la strate de bursaux de votation minoritalres 

et 24 interviews dant ia strate de bure@ux majoritaizves, le division 
des nombres 15 et 24 par 12 a donné 7.25 liste deme ia strete mines 
riteixre et 2 listes dans la strate majoritaire du district duguel 

ik ebt question i¢i. 
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A Lintés ieur Ges bureaux choisis ot ce, pom les strates 
majoxitaires et minoritaires, ua nombre de résidences ¢gal au nombre 
d*interviews & faire dans ces bureaux a été tird & wo intervelie donné;*' : 
la yremlore répidence dient choivis eu haeard & l’intérieur du premier 


intervelie. 


G. FPondération de Fait 


Au cours de le procédure du eheix des réaidences (adresses) 
pour towtes les strates régionales eutre que le Qudébee, chaque foils 
que ie nom de l'dlecteur ineserit aux résidences (adreases) choisies 
était un nom francais, deux vésidences supplémentsires étaient tixées 
parmi eglles ou étaient iuserits dea électeurs & noms francais. Dans 
la gtrate Québec, chaque fois que le nom de A'électeur inserit 4 une 
vésidence (adxvesse ) ehoisie n' était pas francais, deux résidences 
supplémentaixes étaient tirées paxmi celles ob étaient inserits des 
électeurs dont le nom n'était pas francais. Par ailleurs, & part la 
strate régionale Québec, chaque troisiime résidence (adresse) choisis 
en fonction de l’intervalle déterminég 9% oi demeurait un Glecteur dont 
le nom n'’ était pas frangais a été éliminége afin de maintenir le nombre 
total d'iuterviews & environ 4,000 pour tout le Canada. 


fo. Substituis. 


Pour chaeune dea résidences (adresses) choisies et av. 
cas on les inierriews ne pourraient y etre faits, il a été déeldé de 
fegon arbitraire que la xésidence (adresse) voisine de la résidence 
choisie servirait en substitution, Cependant, la substitution pour 
des choix de résidences "minoritaires" i.e. des noms frangeis d'électeurs 
en dehors du Québec et des noms non-francgais dens le Québec, a Cue 
prise parmi les résidences du meme groupe quielles aient été volsines 
au nen deg rémidences originales. 
G) L intervalie a été obtenu en divisant te nombre total d‘*électeurs 


inserits dans les bureaux choisis par ie nombre d’ interviews a 
faire. 
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GS. _éguitat des Procédures 

Les diverses Gtapes de stratification et de choix 
wentionnées oréeddemment nous ont conduit aux résultats qui appa- 
vaisgent au Tebleay 1,2, en regard des chiffres nou pondéréa théo» 
riquement prévus. 


Tableau T.2 


Nombre itInterviews Pondérés 
en Regard du Nembre Uen-Pondéré 


Retr Cn ER RR Te AES ee eS a 


Noms naon-frangais 
RES TE 


Nous fxran¢ais 


Pondérés lien=Pondérés: | Pondérés Nen=Pendérés 
Maritimes 235 (78) 225 (336) 
Québec (932) 672 (224) 
(non-pondérés) 
OurbaxLo 426 (443) G16 (4229) 
Prairies 447 (50) - 436 (650) 
Colaubie 46 (45) 227] (344) 
Total “9787 (4218) 2376 (2782) 
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En somme done i] a été obtenu pour ie pays divied en 
Québec et le reste du pays les chiffres qui apparaissent au Tableau 1,3, 


Tableau 1.3 
Nombre d'interviews Pondérés et 
Non=-Pondérés 
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9. Résultats Obtenus dems les Faits 


A la suite du travail d’ interviews il a été obtenn 
e@ qui sult: 


Taplean 1.4 


Nombre d'interviews Obtemus dang 
les Faits 


Obtenus (2) Prévus (b) Total Totes 
frencais Won-francais Obtema | Prévu 
Buébac francais O61 184 1042 953 
non-frangeis 16 456 562 44 6h 
Reste francais 483 60 S43). 4 B64 
du 5 2O4 5, 4 ‘ 
dive non-francais R24 1591 975 634i {0 
| 4062 8163 


(a) Groupe ethnigue du répondant tel que défini par lui & la 
Question 2-30. 


(b) Groupe ethnique du répondant tel que défini dans 1’ cchantilicunage, 
voir gseetion 4 de eet appendices, Principe de Pondération, 
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fableau I .5 
Total d'interviews Obtenus pour 
Chaque Groupe pour le Pays 
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Interviews Toveat 


Nems frangais Noms non~frangais 
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10. Pondération dans L' Analyse 


Btant donné la surereprésentation et la sous-représentation 
d'un certain nombre de résidences (adreases) choisies, les interviews 
obtemus ont été & leur tovr pondérés au moment de L'analyse. Cette 
pondération fut effectuce de la fagon suivante: 


obtenus L'éghantilion | de i’ analyse 


Noms francais 4042 4.0 6 
Québec . 
Yous non-frangais 562 Pi ' 
neste én Noms £zancaiis 543 | 233 ) 2 
pays Noms nonefrancais 1.5 9 
1 


(a) Afin que tous les nombres soient entiers, Ja pondération de 
 ‘Ltanelyse est six folx plus grande que le pondération de 
1! échantillemage. 


CRANE RET NE EPO 


Interviews | Pondération de | Pondéretion 


ee a ee 


FAA A RRA EN ICEL ILL TMNT OS LIT BO Aen etn lh om 


En d'autres mots, chaque interview qui au moment de 1’ échan= 


tillonnage avait été défini coume frangais dens le Québec, compte pour 6 
interviews qu'il ait été un interview francais cu non, De méme, un 
interview non-frangais au moment de i'éehantillonnage qu'il i’ai ete 

ou non, compte pour 2 interviews danas Lianalyse pour le Québec. En 
dehors du Québec, un interview obtenu détexrminé frangais compte pour 

2 interviews et ua interview obtenu détemainé non-frangais compte pour 

9 interviews. 
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APPENDIZ 2 
CASTE IE Oe AY SABRE NE 


in order to simplify the analysts, summary measures 
of a number of variables have been obtained by combining the 
answers to two or more questions. The questions and the way in 
which they have heen combined are presented here. 


1, Religious Ldentifies tion 


This measure uses questions 3—61 on religious affiliation 
and 3-62 on religious practice. The questions are: 


3e64. What is your religion? 
j= Protestant (ef any denomination) 
2= Gatholie (of any rite) 
%0 Jewish 
4-0 Ukrainian Orthodox 
j= Other (Specify which religion) 
6q No religion 
Q- No answer 


3-62, In general, people are not @ll religlously inelined to the 
seme degree: ag for yourselz, do you go to church (or to a 
synagogue) more than once a week, once a week, not every weeks, 
rarely or never? 

i» More than once a week 
c= Once a week 

3~ Not every week 

4m Rarely 

5 Never 

G@ Refuses to answer 

J= No answer 
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The combination of the answer categories as used in the 
tablea is as Pollaws: 
a, Protestant end other religious groups precticing frequently 


(frequently = more than once a week and once a week), 


bo. Catholic practicing Txequently 


c. Protestant and other religious groups practicing occasionally, 
rarely, or not at all (occesionally = not every week). 


a. Catholics practicing occasionally, rarely, or not at all. 


2. Bconomic Deprivation 


This measure combines the following questions: 


3229, Would you say that your actual financial situation is beter 
or worse than it was 3 ov 4 years ago? 
i- Better 
2~ About the same 
35 Worse 
f= Does not mow 
Se No answer 


3e46, In 3 or 4 years, do you think that your income (or your 
husband's income) will be higher, about the gene, ox Lower 
than it is now? 
t= Higner 
2@ About the sane 
5— Lowes 
6 Depends 
7~ Dees not know 
9= No answer 


The answer eategories were combined in the following ways 


a, No Deprivation 


Actual situation Future income 
Better ve Higher or about the sane 


About the same o Higher 
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be Some Deprivation 
Actual situotion “ . Buture income 
Worse - ‘Higher 
Better as hower 
About the same a About the gane or lower 
Worse  ~ About the same or Lower 


if the respondent's main language was French, he was 


asked about his knowledge of the English lenguage and vice-versa, 
The questions asked are: 


1</5, 


2420 


Do you speak French without any difficulty, with some 
difficulty, with a great deal of difficulty or do you 
not speak it at ali? 

jm» Without any difficulty 

2 With some difficulty 

j= With @ great deal of difficulty 

4— Does not speak it at all 

g= Ne answer 


Do you speak English without any difficulty, with some 
aiffieulty, with a great deal of difficulty or do you not 
epeak 1% at all? 

1~ Without any difficulty 

2@« With some difficulty 

30 With a great deal of difficulty 

4~ Does not speak it at all 

Q~- No anewer 


The index is as follows: 


Speake the other laneuege (either French or English depending on 
one’s mein language) 

a. Without any difficulty 

b. With some difficulty 

c. With a great deal of difficulty 

ad, Not at all. 
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Questions 3<30 and 3<37 were used for this index, 


5-50. Do you think that your actual financial position is higher 


5-316 


Be 
b, 
Co 
de 
Bo 


than, lower than, or about the sawe as that a person with 
your education should have? 

iw Higher . 

a= Lower 

je About the same 

5-UUndecided 

18 Dees not imow 

Je No answer 


How often do you think about this difference between your 
actusi financial position and that you feel you should have 
considering your education: frequently, sometimes or never? 
jo Frequently 

2~ Sometimes 

20 Never 

Se No answer 


The index is: 
Concern = Prequercy 
Higher ” Frequently 
tower “e Prequently 
Higher ae Sometimes ox never 
Lower - Sometimes or never 


All other responses 
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5, Ratio of Debts to Asacts 


Three questions were used for this indexs 


3=34, Approximately how much money do you have (does your husbend 
have) in savings? 


3-36 » 


Tow 


yan 


Qan 
Ooo 


Less than $250 

$250 to $499 

5500 toa $999 

$4,000 to $7,999 

$2,000 to $4,999 

$5,000 to 09,999 

$40,000 or more 

Refuges to answer or does not know 
No answer 

No sayings 


Approximately what is the market value of the shares or stocks 
that you have (thet your husband has)? 


4a 
Gen 


es 
Bro 


Tess than $250 
$250 to $499 
$500 to $999 
$41,000 to $1,999 
$2,000 to $4,999 


. $5,000 to $9,999 


310,000 or more 
Refuses to answer or does not know 


5- Ne angwer 


Que 


No stoeka 
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%uh%, Approximately whet ic the total amount of your debts including 
mortgages (or the total emount of your husband's debts 
including mortgeges)? 
t~ less than $250 
Qe $250 te $499 
Se $500 to $999 
de $1,000 to 51,999 
Be $2,000 to 24,999 
Ge {5,000 to 9,999 

To $10,000 or more 
S= Does not know 
Qe Refuses to answer or no answer 
Ox No debts 


The amount of debts has been divided by the swe of the 
savings and stecks. The index is as follows: 
a. Ratio smaller than one 
db, Ratio greater or equal to one 
e, No debts, no assets. 
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ff YOUR FILE No. 
COMMISSIONERS / Votre dossier 
| hy 
\ / " \ mt OUR FILE No. 
- e \ \\ a} \ Notre dossier 
\ ‘ \ pd 
aay MA 
FROM ‘ 
De 


Michael Oliver 


| DATE 
gs Dec. 21, 1965 
“Foto “ 
SUBJECT 


Sujet 


The enclosed pages written by Professor Oswald Hall 


attempt both to summarize some major findings of our 


Survey research and to highlight similarities and 


differences amongst the studies. 


I have trust that they will be of assistance to you 
in preparing for the discussion of January 13th and l4th. 
) = 
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Happy New Year! 
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The Youth Study - J. Johnstone 


SECTION ITT 


The Study of Selected Leaders - P. Regenstreif 


A TENTATIVE REPORT ON SURVEY RESEARCH 


Royal Commission on Bilingualism and Biculturalism 


Oswald Hall, 
December 1965. 


During 1965 the Commission undertook three research surveys, 
designed to probe systematically for information on the breadth 
and depth of the problems of Bilingualism and Biculturalism in 
Canada. These surveys constitute one type of supplement to the 
materials arising from the public hearings and from the presen- 
tation of briefs. Their main distinguishing feature is the fact 
that they try to cover a representative cross-section of the 
total Canadian population. By contrast the briefs represent 
the ideas of people who are willing to give time and effort to 
discussing problems; and the public hearings represent the people 
who are highly interested in the problems. It is in terms of 


general representativeness that the surveys act as a supplement 


to the other sources of information of the Commission. 


The three surveys are: 

(a) a cross-sectional study of Canadian adults carried out 
bv Groupe de Recherche Sociale and entitled "A Study 
of Inter-ethnic Relations in Canada". 


(b) a cross-sectional study of Canadian young people, by 
Jo Johnstone, 


(c) a sample study of selected leaders in the Canadian 
population, by P. Regenstreif. 


Each of three probes a distinctive facet of the Canadian scene. 


se ttoduensste bad mide si 


fat Siew | wD erst 
ee sedmgost ate eos heed Mare A aon 
a darwaiuales setae woos rebnu sirens sas sgae eit 
d add nO nOtiaureotat met {itaotremeseye ‘adore: os bongie 
Utes fsokG bos matiadgntlid to ama dong ede ‘te ssa 0 

seams aq” to aqys ero. asudidenos eyavine oasit vat | 
ey SAd OND ‘beta enniteet otfdug eit moet anks Ete ate) 


it sk omidnet pirkdetugniveto stem tied ‘yeteird ve ohne 


The go lsoeemeeorte evivadaagerqer g ts¥oo ot ext “youd gens 
pestqe: eieind ott sdeserlon yi -nokte Lugqog te bbe tered 
(etie bie omit ovip ov gatiitw sus onw elqosg ‘tg gaebe edt 
sid Ingestqe7 eqarined 9ifidngq eit bae emis Loong, La ela 


jes at ai dl ,ametdorw ‘ond mt padeeeiiek “eda ome i 


ots aye me edT 


atries esinbs oathemad 40 ybite femotdesh-nsow-2 ta) 0 Gme 
35 AY bolotione bas ein inad arotarioes eb squad vd aa ‘ 
«abana al iaeeantaniad otrnve-t hg 


: ay 


In reporting here on these three surveys reference is also 
made to a study made a year earlier (1964) by Professor Marcel 
Rioux, which reports on Quebec young people aged 18-21. To add 
some historical depth to these studies reference is also made 
to an analysis of the Gallup polls of the period from May 1962 
to January 1965; Professor S. Frankel has codified and analyzed 


these for the Commission. 


This report offers some guide lines to a heavy task of reading. 
The written reports encompass more than one thousand pages, and 
the appended statistical tables cover equal space. Since the 
material is already condensed it is not possible to summarize 
it. Instead an effort is made to group some of the conclusions. 
The largest survey, that done by the G.R.S., is used as the core 


of this report, with excursions into the others. 


An initial word of caution may be in order. Survey research 
is only one form of research. It has its own special advantages 
and limitations. It is relatively quick; it yields a large 
amount of data; it covers a large population at little cost. 

On the other hand it doesn't distinguish between the people 

who are well informed and those who are relatively ignorant; 

it doesn't distinguish between those who hold opinions solidly 
and those who can barely make up their minds; it doesn’t 
distinguish between issues that loom darkly on the horizon 

and those that have been fanned into flames by recent public 
debate. Moreover, since a survey frequently covers many topics, 


the survey report tends to resemble a rag-bag of bits and pieces. 
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Insofar as we in looking at those differences of French 
Canadians and English Canadians which lead to annoyance and 
tensions it is useful to ask: 

(a) Where do the two groups appear to be dug in for 

Tast-d. teh fignts: 
(b) Where do they seem embarked on collision courses? 
(c) Where are mutual compromises possible? 


(d) Where are asymmetrical compromises possible? 


INTER-ETHNIC RELATIONS IN CANADA - Groupe de Recherche Sociale 
Introduction to the Survey: 


This study sampled about 4,000 adult Canadians in May and 
June 1965. By that time the work of the Commission was well 
under way. The Interim Report, published in February, had been 
discussed in the press. The survey followed on the heels, 
therefore, of the incidents of 1963, the hearings of 1964, 


the news reports, and the published Interim Report. 


The Survey inquired of people whether they had ever heard 
of the work of the Commission. Over two-thirds had done so; 
but the Commission's work had failed to register on three out 
of ten Canadian adults (Table 2.7 - Page 31). (In November 1963 
the Gallup poll reported that exactly two-thirds of Canadians 


had heard of the Commission. ) 
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A preliminary survey question asked Canadians what things 
worried them. One in five bared a worry-free bosom to the 
interviewer (Table 2.2 - Page 33). The others wOreUs dhawet 
lots of different things. Only one in thirty, however, mentioned 
that he personally worried about "ethnic problems": (Table 2.2 - 
Page 33). At the personal level the B & B problem is far from 


widespread. 


However, when asked about "the problems that Canada faces" 
the worries of the respondents appear differently. Approximately 
18% of all Canadians rate it first in their concerns (Table 2.1 - 
Page 21). It thereby stands at the top of the lists of Canadian 
problems. However, it doesn’t esitern all Canadians equally, 


as noted below. 


Percentage of respondents who identify ethnic 
relations as the Canadian problem which worries 
them most. 


* Canadian | 21% (approximately) 
English Canadian 19% w 
French Canadian 15% 1" 
Other Ethnics 14% tt 


The degree of worry varies among these groups in an unexpected way. 


q 


* Some respondents - about 15% of the total - refused to classify 
themselves as ethnic. They preferred to be only Canadian. 
Approximately 5% of these indicated French as their mother 
tongue. 
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When asked in further questions to pass judgment on the 
seriousness of Canada's problems, the emphasis shifts. As compared 
with other national problems the ethnic problem rates high (Table 
2.3 - Page 25). But when asked how it rates in relation to 
problems of daily living it rates low (Table 2.4 - Page 26). It 
rates much less seriously than do unemployment, high taxes, and 
the high cost of living. (For French Canadians the High Cost 
of Living rates 32% whereas French-English Difficulties rate 


8%. } 


How serious overall does the problem of ethnic relations loom? 
To those who believe that Canada faces an acute problem, the 
data indicate that the vast majority of Canadians are not at 
all involved. To those who discount the gravity of the problem 


there is widespread evidence of worry and concern. 


A better assessment can be given by breaking the question 


down and asking: 


A. Who is concerned, and where do they live? 
B. In what distinctive ways has concern been expressed? 


C. About what are they concerned’ 
A. Who is concerned about ethnic relations? 


As indicated above those people who consider themselves 


solely "Canadian" register the greatest concern about ethnic 


matters, and both these and English Canadians are more concerned 
Fil Nu emmeentyap = 


A than are French Canadians. But these differences are not the 


; =! 


most substantial ones. 
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The. biggest differences lie in the level of education. 
People who have completed high school are from three to four 
times as concerned as are those who failed to reach high 
school (Table 2.8 - Page 33). Similar differences, though 
smaller, appear along the income curve and the occupational 
scale. Better salaries and better jobs are associated with 


more concern. . 


By region there is also variation (Table 2.8 - Page 34). 
The Maritimes is a relatively cool area; concern there rates 
about half the national level. The Quebec region ranks high, 
but not especially for French Canadians; their concern is 
rather evenly spread through all regions. And in Quebec the 


concern is heavily concentrated in the big metropolis. 


Furthermore, concern is to a lesser degree a matter of ALEC o 
The people under thirty years of age are more concerned than 
those over fifty. And finally it is a matter of contact between 
peoples. Those who live in relative isolation from other 


ethnic groups show much less concern than those thrown in contact 


with other ethnic groups. 
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in perspective it should be noted that these differences are 


still modest. The most highly educated rank concern with ethnic 
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problems about twice as high as the average - (34% compared to 
18%); the least educated about half as high (8% compared with 
18%). 


Having indicated that concern over ethnic relations varies 
from area to area and group to group it is useful to know how 
large these various groupings are. Are the concerned groups 
large groups of people, or small groups? In the total sample 
the French Canadians and English Canadians are represented 
precisely in terms of their numbers in the total population 


(Page 2). But there the similarities end. 


There are minor differences in age. The French-Canadian 
respondents are about a couple of years younger than their 
English counterparts. Among the French-Canadian respondents 
there are more men than women, 46% as compared with 40% of 
English-Canadian respondents. For the English-Canadian group 
there are more older women among the respondents (Table 11.2 - 


Page 247). 


The sharpest cifferences in the sample show up in terms of 
the level of schooling (Table 11.6 - Page 261). For French 


Canadians and English Canadians the distribution is as follows: 


Years of Schooling™ French Canadians English Canadians 
0-7 10% 12% 
8 - 12 4.9% 68% 
13k 11% 20% 


* It should be noted that this table represents only the 
educational level of the 4,000 people sampled. For all of 
Canada the educational levels are probably lower than these 
figures indicated. 
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The proportions of those in the sample who have attended 
university are, approximately, rive percent for French Canadians 
and eleven percent for English Canadians. (The respondents 


who call themselves "Canadian" stand highest - 14%.) 


Similar differences appear in the occupations of French 
Canadians and English Canadians. There are proportionately 
more English Canadians in professional and managerial posts; 
French Canadians are proportionately concentrated in blue collar 


jobs (54% as compared with 42% for English Canadians). 


In terms of incomes, again there are differences. These 
show up particularly at the higher income levels. Of all French- 
Canadian respondents, ebout 15% report incomes over $6,500 per 
year. Of English Canadians, the proportion is 27%. The "Canadians" 


stand highest; one in three stands in this upper income cetegory. 


In brief, the French-Canadian group is clearly unlike the 
English-Canadian group in several salient respects. The most 
obvious difference lies in the levels of education of the two 


ZroupS e 


The survey data permit us to say something about how 
Canadians feel about their incomes, their educations, their 
occupational achievements, and their prospects for the future. 
Along these lines some fascinating differences appear as between 


English Canadians and French Canadians. 
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To begin with French Canadians appear to be well rewarded 
in the work world. Both their incomes and their occupations 
rank higher, for a given level of education, than is true for 
Other groups in Canada. In this sense they are over-rewarded 
in comparison with other groups. However, when questioned on 
this point they do not think so; they see themselves as being 
only as well rewarded as are the rest of Canadians (Page 295 - 


Par. 3.) 


Canadians in general feel uncertain about their economic 
futures (Page 295 - Par. 3 and 4). But French Canadians feel 
even less certain than do their fellow-Canadians. This is 
true whether French Canadians live among English Canadians, or in 
relative isolation amongst members of their own groups. 
Unfortunately, it is not possible, given the survey data, to 
try to explain these anomalies in the ways in which French 


Canadians see their current economic status or their futures. 


It is very clear, however, that French Canadians place a 
low evaluation on their own educational institutions (Table 6.3 - 
Page 145). English Canadians view their own educational 
institutions as being much superior to those of French 
Canadians. Such an evaluation is to be expected, regardless 
of the objective facts of the case. But French Canadians also 
put a low value on their own educational institutions and at 
the same time a high value on the educational institutions of 


English Canadians. Throughout the study there are extremely 
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few places where French Canadians introduce statements of 
inferiority; on this one point their assessments are clear 


and vigorous. 


B. In what forms is concern expressed? 


In a later section the survey data are explored to sort out 
the main types of issues and annoyances which enter into French- 
English relations. Before looking at these specific items, it 


is useful to take a look at 


I. the more general kinds of antagonisms, 
Il. the solutions which people feel are available, and 
Ifil. their sense of being able to implement solutions. 


Each of these three will be considered in turn. 


I. Both English Canadians and French Canadians are concerned 
about the amount of political influence wielded by each of the 
major groupings. French Canadians feel that English Canadians 
are trying to gain too much influence. This statement is made 
by approximately half of the French Canadians interviewed. 

(Table 7.1 - Page 155). On their part, English Canadians deny 


this almost unanimously. 


By the same token, English Canadians view French Canadians as 
trying to gain too much political influence; but they too are 
divided. A few more than half of English Canadians see the 


French Canadians in this light (Table 7.2 - Page 156). On their 
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part the French Canadians reject this notion as unanimously as 


the English Canadians reject the parallel charge. 


All Canadians were asked the question as to whether French 
Canadians should be treated as any other minority group. This 
question elicited intriguing replies. Sixty-six percent of 
English Canadians answered “yes; of the French Canadians, 

56% similarly answered "yes" (Table 7.4 - Page 158). On this 
question there is no unanimity; both English-speaking and 


French-speaking groups are divided in their opinions. 


When asked about their future expectations in ethnic matters, 


Fifty percent of English Canadians 


expect to see au get better, as do 60% of French Canadians. 
For the English Canadians, it is clear (Table 7.11 - Page 170) 
that it is the younger ones who are most optimistic. English- 
speaking people under thirty are much more optimistic than are 
those over fifty. However, of both groups, the optimism is more 
pronounced among those who know the two languages, and amongst 
those who have contacts with members of the other group (Table 
(el - Page 173 and Table 7.16 - Page 174). In general it can 

be said that of both the French speaking and English speaking, 

the more educated they are, the more money they have, and the 
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II. The people interviewed were offered four solutions 
to the problem of French-English relations - separatism, the 
Status quo, more federal control over the province of Quebec, 
and less federal control of the province of Quebec (Table 8.3 - 


Page 195). Th 


separatist Solution is the least Sd ab 

~ siete aaie er ee eee 
Approximately one person in ky chose this sptions The most 
popular is that of the status.quo. Forty percent of the popu- 
lation chose this. There is very little difference between the 
responses of English Canadians and French Canadians regarding 
these two options. There is much less agreement however on the 
alternative options regarding the amount of federal control 
considered apppropriate to the province of Quebec (Table 8.7 - 


Page 195). 


Another set of questions raised the problem of the relation- 
ships of Canada to the outside world. On the ancient question 
of annexation to the United States (Table 8.1 - Page 189) over 
20% of Canadians responded favourably. There are differences, 
however, between French Canadians and dnglish Canadians. The 
French-Canadian figure is 25%, and the English-Canadian approximately 
19%. 

On the question of an economic union with the United States, 
as contrasted with a political union, the figures go higher. | 
Sixty percent of French Canadians would favour this arrangement, 
as compared with 47% of English Canadians. Centripetal 


continentalism rates higher than the centrifugal Laurentianism. 
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Iii. A set of questions attempted to get some measure of 
the sense of political effectiveness of Canadians. One question 
was directed to voting behaviour and another to the interest 
of people in politics in general. In terms of this measure 
(Table 11.14 - Page 277) Canadians are not eames ie eel 


7 ich MPA EER OSS AIRE AE Set. as 


about politics. _ However, een Canadians are ‘the ‘least ‘inter- 


staat, eisai Me NES Ras th Aa Py aA Se 


ested.of any group; 59% Po aeete Enot eae talk about politics 
Something of the same eeaaagsy appears what ehbsuieual are 
raised about the sense of political efficacy (Table 11.15 - 
Page 278). By a substantial margin, French Canadians say that 
they do not believe that governments are interested in what 
people think; and about twice as many French Canadians as 
English Canadians feel that neither the provincial nor the 


federal governments takes care of the people's interests. 


On the other hand, both English Canadians and French Canadians 
indicated that they believed that the provincial governments 
do a better job of looking after the people's interests than 
does the federal government (Table 11.16 - Page 279). Moreover, 
this idea is held very heavily by the younger people, of whom 
over 40% feel that the provincial governments take best care of 


the people's interests. 
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C. We now turn to consider the objectives on which ethnic 
concern is focussed, on the issues around which annoyances and 


complaints seem to arise. 


In the preceding section attention was directed to the general 
struggle for power, and the ways each group viewed itself and 


the others. This section deals with more specific matters: 


I. competition for jobs, 
It, influence in government, 
Tift. treatment by Federal employees, 
IV. language slights, particularly in stores and restaurants, 


V. how schools should be organized. 


I. Who gets the best jobs? The survey cannot provided a 
direct answer. Instead it can indicate what the various ethnic 


groups believe about who gets the best jobs. 
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chances for the ane But French pepe) baa agree in larger 
numbers we 60% of them are of this opinion (Table 3.1 ~ Page 53). 
Of English Canadians and Other Ethnics about half as many believe 
this to be true. English Canadians and Other Ethnics on the other 
hand are more convinced that all Canadians have equal chances 


at jobs (35% and 44% respectively). By contrast only 12.5% of 


French Canadians believe that equal chances exist. 
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By and large all Canadians believe in ethnic preference for 
themselves. Two-thirds of those interviewed thought it "natural 
for an employer to give preference to people of his own group" 
(Table 3.3 - Page 56). On a comparison question 20% agreed that 
each group "should try to get as many of the best jobs as possible, 
and let other groups take care of themselves"; only 63% rejected 


that idea flatly. 


How far do ethnic groups approve of whatever advantages they 
have in holding the best jobs? Both English Canadians and French 
Canadians disapprove heartily of the advantages held by the other 
(Table 3.4 - Page 59). In each case 87% of them feel the other 
group should not have the advantages it possesses. But how do 
they feel about their own advantages? Here there is an anomaly. 
Where French Canadians are seen as holding the best jobs, they 
approve; 75% of those responding to that sort of situation agree 
that such advantages are desirable. On the other hand where the 
English Canadians hold the best jobs they are not prepared to 
justify the advantage. Only 20% consider it right thay they 


should have more chances for the good jobs. 


The data seem to indicate that although English Canadians are 
believed to have a preponderant access to the best jobs, they 
generally disapprove of this state of affairs. The French Canadians 
see themselves with preferred access to relatively few jobs, but 


approve highly of this where it does occur. 
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Other questions concerned promotions; they probed the relation 
between ignorance of the English language and chances of pro- 
motion. Should lack of English lessen chances of promotion? 

Of English Canadians, 40% say this should not reduce the chances 
for promotion for a French Canadian (Table 3.7 - Page 66). 
French Canadians are more emphatic; 70% state that lack of English 


should not lessen their promotion chances. 


If the question focuses on Immigrants who lack English rather 
than French Canadians, the results are changed. The English- 
speaking group is slightly less favourably disposed; only 33% 
feel that the language lack should not be a hindrance. French 
Canadians are more favorably inclined ~ exactly 50% feel the 
language lack should not be a factor. However, this 50% is 
considerably lower than the figure applied to their own case, 


in which 70% thought that the language lack should be disregarded. 


At the level of Federal employment these matters appear 
somewhat different (Table 4.6 - Page 77). French Canadians see 
their chances there as somewhat worse than in the work world at 
large. The Other Ethnics tend to see the Federal service as 
Similar to the rest of the work world. English Canadians tend 
to see the Federal service as considerably less discriminatory 
than is the larger work world. In other words they see themselves 
with fewer chances for the best jobs, and see French Canadians 


as being better off than in the work world at large. 
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II. How does the matter of decision making by the Federal 
Government appear in the eyes of our groupings? Which group 
counts for most? To put the matter in perspective the most 
commonly held belief is that no group cdunts for more than do 


the others (Table 4.11 - Page 71). About half of all people 


sampled were of this mind. But what of the others? 


About one-third of the total believed the English Canadians 
count for more; a quarter as many, 8% feel that French Canadians 
count for more. But within groups there are substantial 
differences. Half of all the French Canadians see English Canadians 
as the influential ones. The English Canadians discount this; 
only a quarter of them recognize their own excessive influence. 
French Canadians see themselves as influential only to a 
very modest degree, 3.4%. But other Canadians see French Canadians 
as wielding more influence; 11% of English Canadians think the 


influence of French Canadians is predominant. 


At the level of Federal government there is, therefore, 
substantial belief in an unequal share of political influence 
of the two major groups. There is evidence, too, that they 


see the identical situation in different ways. 


At the provincial level (Table 4.3 - Page 73) the sense of 
differences is less profound. There is more general agreement 
that no group has excessive influence; and there is less 
difference seen in the relative influence of French Canadians 


and English Canadians. 
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How do French Canadians and English Canadians feel about 
the distribution of relative power? In general they are unanimous. 
Of all those French Canadians who believe that the English Canadians 
have more influence at the Federal level, almost 90% object strongly 
(Table 4.8 - Page 80). Similarly, those English Canadians who 
believe French Canadians have more influence object strongly in 


the same degree (Table 4.9 - Page 81). 


However, if asked a supplementary question as to whether 
English and French Canadians taken together should have, more 
influence than other Canadians, some differences appear. Of 
English Canadians approximately 50% agree, whereas 64% of French 
Canadians agree (Table 4.10 - Page 82). There is a difference, 
however, between those with more than thirteen years schooling 
and those with less. The better educated English Canadians tend 
more to reject the idea (43% agree) while the better educated 
French Canadians tend more to accept the idea (70% agree). 
Better educated English Canadians profess less discrimination; 


better educated French Canadians express a different sentiment. 


Tit. How equal is the treatment that Canadians receive 
at the hands of Employees of the Federal Government? No one 
knows. Ethnic groups perceive differences in their treatment, 
but the differences are not as wide as those registered in I 
and II above.(Table 4.4 - Page 75). Almost half (48%) of all 
Canadians perceive a pattern of equal treatment for all. French 


Canadians report this in only 27% of their responses, while in 
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45% they see the English Canadians as being treated better. 
Only in 4% of all cases are French Canadians seen as receiving 
favoured treatment. The Other Ethnics, like the English 
Canadians, see little variation from an equalitarian pattern 


in the treatment meted out by Federal public servants. 


How do those who perceive the favoured treatment respond to 
it? Those who see the English as favoured react with disapproval: 
French Canadians, 93%; English Canadians, 85%; Other Ethnics, 

75% (Table 4.21 - Page 93). Where French Canadians are seen as 
favoured the English Canadians disapprove heavily, 94%. On 

the other hand in cases where French Canadians see themselves 
as favoured they express disapproval about half as much, 45% 


(Table 4.22 - Page 94). 


IV. How do Canadians respond to the need to speak a second 
language? How often does this happen to them, and what are 
their responses? Some data were gathered on these points relating 
both to general work situations, and to restaurants and stores 


to which people go for services. 


Respondents were asked whether a language minority working in 
a business concern should learn the language of the majority 
(Table 3.8 - Page 66). In the cases where the majority spoke 
English there was general agreement that the minority should 
conform. The percentages agreeing are high: English Canadians, 
82%; French Canadians, 84%; Other Ethnics, 89%. In those cases 


where the majority spoke French the agreement was much less: 
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English Canadians, 62%; French Canadians, 88%; Other Ethnics, 
53%. But in all cases a majority is in favour of a working 
principle. At the level of the work force it seems possible 


to reach consensus on language use. 


When it comes to dealing with clerks and waiters the matter 
is more complicated. Here the respondents are dealing, not 
with a hypothetical business firm, but, with actual language 
encounters. How often do such language encounters occur? In 
all, 24% of French Canadians and English Canadians claim no 
contacts of any sort one with the other. One English Canadian 
in three has met a French Canadian in a store or restaurant; 
this experience has happened to approximately 45% of French 
Canadians {Table 5.1 - Page 103). Of all English Canadians only 
6% have been spoken to in the store or restaurant in the French 
language with any frequency (Table 5.2 - Page 104). French 
Canadians meet this situation much more frequently; approximately 
30% of all respondents have been spoken to in English by waiters 


and clerks with some frequency. 


How do they feel about their language encounters? English 
Canadians feel bothered by this in 18% of cases (Table 5.3 - 
Page 106). French Canadians are bothered more, in 36% of cases. | 
Other Ethnics report annoyance in only 9% of their contacts. 
French Canadians and Other Ethnics report poorer quality service 
in about the same degree as they are bothered by the other 
language. English Canadians seem more bothered about the service - 


they report it poorer in 28% of cases. 
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When asked about the right to be served in one's own language 
the figures jump substantially (Table 5.5 - Page 108). Two- 
thirds of English Canadians propound this as a right. Among 
French Canadians the claim runs higher - 77% believe the customer 
should be served in his own language. This appears to be a 
popular claim, for 38% of Other Ethnics feel it applies to them 


too. 


But when asked to honour the claim the picture changes. 
Among French Canadians, 80% feel it is right that they should 
have this prerogative. English Canadians would grant it to them 
only to the extent of 10%, whereas Other Ethnics are only slightly 
more favourable; 13% would grant this prerogative to French 
Canadians. Even if the right is restricted to the Province of 
Quebec, fewer than a third of English Canadians or Other Ethnics 


are prepared to grant this right to French Canadians. 


From the above it appears that people like to be served in 
their own language. But Canadians in general are unready to 
contemplate re-organizing things to honour such preferences. 
Moreover, the readiness to adopt such arrangements varies 


substantially by provinces. 


When the responses to language problems in the job world are 
compared with those arising specifically where people seek 
services in restaurants and stores we seem to detect some anomalies. 
In the job world people seem ready to handle language problems 
without great disturbance. It is when they ask for service that 


the distress seems to arise. 
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not free to’ ‘choose bass employer, nor the _janguage of ai ices 

_ By contrast one can shop. — he wishes for goods and services. 

| _Nmevever ethnic groups ‘vane en be served in their own Lenawee 
some panouca eine entrepreneur usually sets up shop to capture such 
a clientele. Language slights in the service field are usually 
much easier to avoid than those in one's daily job. Yet the 
service world appears from this survey to represent serious 


tensions. But perhaps it is easier to insulate these in the 


world of daily jobs. 


V. The School Question 


The Survey asked questions regarding support for French- 


language schools outside of Quebec. 


One question measured the response of Canadians to provincial 
support for French-language schools under Catholic auspices 
(Table 8.4 - Page 199). The French Canadians supported the 
idea; 74% were in favour. The English Canadians rejected the idea; 
only 21% expressed a favourable response. Other Ethnics were 


slightly more favourable, 28%. 


1o™ ea oe Bari dae 
; } ra ae i ae! ’ ae Ai 
a al : ee oe He Lis Ot - 
, 7 : ve et Ps is re 7 = 
| me 7 “4 a 


"o. Fan) 
; ; NF ath Meabie 
Lei calli gees maaan 
fay is neil 5 my} ier wT. , I 


ai ah a Mi sree: A 7 
sig octet ate | 


avi 01 


-tonetl 16% troqque yatbreger aaotoneuy beilee yore ent 
soedesty to sbtevuo uloodoe ogeegmel 


fstonévoug at eaatheaes le senogee1 ef bewasem aoisesup: an0 
aantqasts oilonsed reba aloonse egsugnsl-dogert it, guoqque 
etd bedsogque ematbens) donest eft . (CCL ogst = WS. afd?) 
aebt ads pasoot ex ansibenino figetignd eT .swowst ak Stow RT psebk 
s19W soitedsa tengo sannteye olds xmsovet & beaeetqes RLS eine 
«88S ,eldamovet etom eiaipbhe 


23/ 


When the question is re-worded to consider provincial support 
for non-confessional French-language schools the pattern changes 
slightly. English Canadians are somewhat more favourable; 27% 
indicate their approval. French-Canadian approval diminishes to 
69%. Other Ethnics, like Englisn Canadians, are a little more 


in favour; 32% register approval. 


Clearly the two groups do not see eye to eye on this; yet 


neither are they solidly at odds over the question. 


4 


A further question asked the respondents to choose between 

a system of language schools for Canada and a system of confessional 
schools. Among English Canadians only 30% rejected outright the 
idea of being ready to accept one of the alternatives; 6% of 

French Canadians reject the principle of such a division (Table 


8.5 - Page 200). 


Of those prepared to accept such a division, both French 
Canadians and English Canadians are in strong agreement. About 
a third of each favours the language schools, a third favours 
confessional schools, and the other third thinks both divisions 
are equally important. There is basic agreement among all - 


that they are confused on any such policy. 


However if asked to evaluate present systems of education 
the patterns are more clear cut. As far as the schools preparing 
one for the job world is concerned there is a strong tendency 


for both French Canadians and English Canadians to evaluate the 
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schools of the former lower than those of the latter. These 
evaluations hold for all income levels, all education levels, 
and for all occupational levels but one (Table 6.3 - Page 145). 
English Canadians put a very low evaluation on French-Canadian 
schools. Less than 3% of English Canadians see French-Canadian 
schools as superior to their own; over 30% see the English- 
Canadian schools as superior. For those who are better paid, 
and those with higher education, 43% view their own schools 

as superior, as compared to less than 2% who see the French- 


Canadian schools as superior. 


French Canadians assess schools in the same direction, 
though their judgments on their own schools are less harsh. 
The French Canadians who have thirteen or more years of schooling 
evaluate schools thus; 13% consider their own schools superior 
while 21% see English-Canadian schools as superior. For French 
Canadians earning over $6,500 a year the division is somewhat 
sharper; 11% versus 27%. Only the French-Canadian farmer sees 
his schools as superior. In his case 13% assess French-Canadian 


schools higher while 11% assess English-Canadian schools higher. 


Other Ethnics tend to rate French-Canadian schools slightly 
higher than do English Canadians. Respondents who identify 
themselves solely as Canadian rate them even lower than do 
English Canadians. But they are also inclined to rate English- 


Canadian schools lower than do the English Canadians themselves. 
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The tendency for French Canadians to devalue their own 
schools is widespread geographically. Both in areas where 
French Canadians are in. a majority and in a minority the responses 


are similar. 


Some concluding remarks may be in order regarding this 
report on the G.R.S. survey. The observations made so far have 
by no means exhausted the promising leads. Other lines remain 
to be explored. The ones chosen reflect in part the divisions 
of our research - education, linguistics, constitutional rights, 


the public service, competition for a livelihood. 


One obvious shortcoming of the present assessment is the 
fact that it views the phenomena through a Canada-wide lens. 
Some readers would prefer narrower lenses - a sharper view of 
the Maritimes, better close-ups of the Prairies, greater detail 
in the Quebec region, still-life enlargements of the English 
Canadians in Quebec, and so on. [In the present document these 


refinements of vision have been Sacrificed.. 


Another shortcoming is the uniform shading given to the 
problems selected. Some readers may prefer that one specific 
problem area be present in bolder relief. It may be that the 
apparatus of the Federal Government should be drawn into the 
foreground of the presentation, that each of its facets be 
highlighted. Or alternatively that each dimension of education 
should be spotlighted wherever it appears. A subsequent assess- 
ment of the eet Pe of the survey might profitably try such 


an approach in depth. 
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Regarding the observations submitted here, some general 


comments may be offered. In some of the areas surveyed Sessa 
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seem to be promising _ avenues for modifying the rhuations in 
any Canadians. now find themselves. In other areas a good 
desk. of: confusion reigns. In still others minor inconveniences 
seem to have been elevated to the rank of major issues. In many 
areas the problems unearthed are tough ones, as for example 

the tangled web of troubles related to low educational levels. 


The solution for such problems will involved a lot of hard work 


and a lot of inspired planning as well as a fund of good will. 
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D. Appendix I 


Publi inion Poll Data 
(May 1962 to January 1965)* 


The data of the G.R.S. Survey can be usefully compared 
with other surveys. Between May 1962 and January 1965 
the Canadian Institute of Public Opinion undertook sixteen 
national polls which bear in part on the concerns of the 
G.R.S. Survey. Professor Frankel has analyzed these, not 
by presenting them chronologically, but, by organizing them 
under a system of paige: Only a fraction of his analysis 
is reflected here, that which dovetails with the G.R.S. 


Survey. 


Several of the above Canadian Institute of Public 
Opinion polls gathered data which deal with the major 
concerns of Canadians. It is possible therefore to compare 


some of these soundings over time. 


One recurrent theme is concern over unemployment. In 
five polls taken between 1962 and 1964 respondents were asked 


what was Canada's greatest problem (Table 12.1 - page 23). 


* S.J. Frankel - A Study of source documents dealing with 
differences in political attitudes between 
French and English Canadians. 
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In May 1962 over 48% placed unemployment as the greatest 
problem. By August 1964 this figure had dwindled only to 
32%. The differences between French-Canadian responses 


and those of English Canadians were small. 


Taxes constitute another perennial among the concerns. 
In 1962 45% of Canadians thought Federal income tax too high. 
French Canadians accentuated this response; 59% considered 
the taxes too high, as compared to 39% for English Canadians. 
When the question was repeated in January 1965 approximately 
the same results were obtained (Table 17.1 - page 60). 


Hardly anybody thought taxes were too low. 


By contrast, "Separatism, Relation with Quebec" has 
Jett WEA ONES IE ts RE RON ASA STR Arh penasa ; aa 
had low salience. In August 1963 it was selected as the 
greatest problem in Canada by 7% of French-Canadian 
respondents and 3% of English Canadians (Page 24). In 
August 1964 it was rated first by about 12% of both French 


Canadians and English Canadians (page 24). (By comparison 


the figure for unemployment was 38%). 


A supplementary question asked in June 1963 sheds 


some light on the degree of concern over bilingualism per 


se. ese of of French Canadians rated it important as 
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employment (Table 2.6 - page 104). English Canadians rated 


it higher; 14% considered it important. 
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It might be noted that throughout this period, French 
Canadians register considerably more pessimism than do 
Canadians in general about their economic futures (Tables 
1.1 - Page 9, 4.1 - Page 14, 5.1 - Page 15). The bleak 
estimate is conspicuous among the farmers (Table 24.1 - 


Page 67). 


Some of the surveys deal with Canadian~-American 
relations; the data fall in the general area of G.R.S. = 


BeII above. 


In April 1963 respondents were asked whether or not 
dependence on the United States was increasing. French 
Canadians agreed in 46% of cases; English Canadians in 
51% of cases (Table 13.1 - Page 24). When asked to pass 
judgment on the increased dependence, English Canadians 
approved by 41%; French Canadians approved by 66% (Table 
13.2 - Page 25). 


In August 1964 respondents were asked their opinions 
on annexation to the United States. English Canadians 
registered 11% favourable responses; French Canadians, 18% 
(Table 16.1 = Page 29). On the matter of a customs union 
with the United States the totals are much higher. Of 
English Canadians 47% say that Canada would be better off 
with such an arrangement; French Canadians rate the idea 


higher, 51% (Table 22.1 ~- Page 65). 
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On the above matters the Canadian Institute of Public 
Opinion data correspond in general with the G.R.S. oes 
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there seems to be more sentiment for association with the 


United States than for dissociation within Canada. 


Other of the survey data bear on the matter of 
political efficacy - to what degree do Canadians feel that 
they can control their political destinies? These data 


In May 1962 respondents were asked whether it makes 
a great deal of difference which political party runs this 
country. Fifty percent of English Canadians answered yes; 
40% of French Canadians did likewise (Table 6.1 - Page 16). 
Of English Canadians 11% had no opinion; of French Canadians 
17.5%. University educated English Canadians were more 


emphatic; 63% answered yes. For French Canadians the 
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In February 1964 a related question was asked regarding 
the degree of influence on the government of three kinds of 
organizations - Large Unions, Large Companies, and Farm 
Organizations (Table 18.1 - Page 33). The results are in 


part as follows: 
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English Canadian French Canadian 


Labour Union 29% 13.5% 
Big Company 43% 77% 
Farm Organization 11% 45% 


Tne English-Canadian assessment is roughly one of 
countervailing powers. The French-Canadian assessment is 
one of corporate domination; the power of his union or farm 
organization is seen as weak. 

From other polls it would appear that political power 


s 


for French Canadians is viewed as resting in the provincial 
Sphere. On the question as to who should administer pension 
plans English Canadians align themselves 63% for the Federal 


Government and 22% for the Province; French Canadians stand 


24% for the Federal Government and 58% for the Province 


However it is not appropriate to view the above results 
as an unambiguous indicator ef centralization vs provincial 
rights. On a question as to whether Canadians would be better 
off if provincial governments were abolished the following 


results appear (Table 9.1 - Page 115). 
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English French Other 
Better off LG Sue 5 29.0 
Worse off ee bi ab p95 
Can't say 2h) 5 230 dlite® 
No difference 0.5 LanO e) 


French Canadians rank lowest in estimating that Canada 
would be worse off with no provincial governments. Although 
English Canadians are often seen as "centralizers" the above 
table indicates that there is a strong appreciation of 


provincial power among them. 


The table calls attention moreover to the high proportion 
of "can't say" responses among French Canadians, 23%. This 
phenomenon can be noted in almost every question that bears 
on political efficacy. It corresponds to a common thread 


running through the G.R.S. Survey. 


Although the Canadian Institute of Public: Opinion 
surveys have indicated that economic problems have very high 
Salience for French Canadians, very few questions are directed 
specifically at the world of work. One such question (August 
1964) asks where the blame lies if a person is poor - lack 
of effort on his part or circumstances beyond his control: 
English Canadians place lack of effort first; 35% designate 
lack of effort and 30.5% select circumstances (Table Toi = 


_ Page 17). For French Canadians the emphasis is reversed. 
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Only 16.5% select lack of effort whereas 48.5% place the 


blame on circumstances. 


The emphasis in the responses varies in terms of the 
amount of education of the respondents; but at all educational 
levels French Canadians see circumstances as more responsible 


for poverty. 


A second question in the August 1964 poll offered the 
statement "what counts is not what you can do, or how hard 
working you are, but whom you know and how much influence 
you have". In their responses English Canadians and French 
Canadians are in substantial agreement; about 60% are in 
accord with the statement (Table 8.1 - Page 19). A look at 
the various educational levels raises an anomaly. French 
Canadians at the lowest and highest levels all agree equally 
with the statement. For English Canadians almost 70% of 
the poorly educated agree - more so than do French Canadians. 
But at the university level the pattern is the obverse; 41% 
of these people agree with the statement as compared with 


64.5% of French Canadians. 


In the statements relating to these two questions 
Professor Frankel appears to see a difference in "economic 
efficacy" as between French Canadians and English Canadians. 
Parallel observations were noted in the discussion of the 


G.R.S. Survey, particularly in C-I. 
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KE. Appendix II 


Attitudes of Quebec Youth, 1964 - M. Rioux 


The study of Quebec Youth focuses solely on French 


= 
SORGRS ARS: there are no data on English Canadians. 


Sienna ASO NE RAEN it eR ENN NG heel te Nest RIOR 

The report on this survey is one aspect of a larger 
study done for the C.B.C. and published in part under the title 
"Les Nouveaux Citoyens" par Marcel Rioux et Robert Savigny - 
Radio Canada, Montreal. The larger study was largely concerned 
with measuring the gap between the generations in Quebec. In 
a sense it is a commentary on social change in La Belle Province. 
Our interest wag restricted to an analysis of the materials 
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relevant to French-English relations and to Separatism. 
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tered, comprises 804 young Cai seaiibay aged 18- 21, “\ Half erry 
Te al 

refiects metropolitan youth, and approximately a quarter rural 

youth; the remainder reflects other areas of the province. 

The sample leans toward the young side; about 60% are under 


the twenty year line. 


His sample therefore is notably younger that the 
"young" part of the G.R.S. survey. (There the authors have 
selected those under 29 years as their "young" group). Some 
other differences also catch the eye. There are more boys than 


girls in the Rioux survey; 55% as compared with 46% for G.R.S. 
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The young people come from a wealthier segment of the society; 
16% of their families earn over $8,000 per year. The young 
people view themselves as middle-class, 93%. Only 3.5% 
consider themselves lower-class; almost none of the girls 
viewed herself as anything but middle class. Finally the 
sample is heavily weighted with the better educated (80% have 
gone beyond Grade X); over half of them are currently in 
secondary or technical school and another part had graduated 


into white collar work. Less than a quarter is found in the 


blue collar fields (pp 18-20). 


Since this sample is not identical with any segment 
of the G.R.S. survey it cannot be expected to duplicate the 
findings of the latter. Rather it is useful as a measure of 
how far these young people differ from the rest of the popu- 


lation, and how they differ one from another. 


Since Professor Rioux himself interviewed a sub- 
~ 


a 


stantial proportion of the sample (approximately 20%) in the 
wake of the questionnaire survey his conclusions are based on 
more than sheer statistical findings. Chapter III of his text, 
pp 42-56, gives the reader something of the authentic flavour 


of his personal interviews with his subjects. 
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Understanding these data about young people is a 
bit like understanding young people themselves; it is difficult. 


M. Rioux encapsulates his impressions in a single paragraph. 


6p2158) 


"On pourrait, en partant de certains pourcentages que nos 
tableaux présentent, tirer des interprétations contradictoires 
au sujet de la couche de population gue nous avons étudiée.. 


lére interprétation: les nouveaux citoyens sont nationalistes 

' {plus de 75% se définissent dtabord et exclusivement comme 
canadiens-frangais), ils sont indépendantistes (plus de 60% 
croient que le Québec sera indépendant un jour); ils sont 
socialistes (prés de 90% accordent au gouvernement une place 
prépondérante dans ltindustrie); ils sont de moins en moins 
religieux (dans ltévaluation indirecte des secteurs d*impor-= 
tance, moins de 25% placent la religion dans les trois premiers 
secteurs). 


Zieme interprétation:: les jeunes citoyens sont traditionnalistes 
et voteraient comme leurs parents (plus de 60% voteraient pour 

le parti libéral); les indépendantistes sont trés minoritaires 
(seulement 19% de ceux qui ont exprimé une Opinion voteraient 
pour le R.I.N.): ils sont optimistes quant A l*avenir des 
relations des Canadiens frangais avec les Anglo canadiens (plus 
de 60% croient que les relations entre les deux groupes vont 
s’améliorer); les nouveaux citoyens sont aussi religieux que 
leurs parents (93.8% se déclarent membres de l'Eglise 
catholique)." 
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One general impression arises from the survey 
data. Quebec youth are not greatly concerned about matters 
political. On a scale of interests politics lies in the 
lowest third of the measure. Over 75% of his subjects 
place provincial politics this low; over 90% place federal 
politics at the low end of the scale (Table 1 - Page 22). 
In general the girls are more conservative politically than 
are the boys, although a larger percentage of girls would 


vote for the PSQ (2.7% vs 1.6%) - (Table 2 - Page 22). 


Government Intervention in Medical Care 


If medical care represents one of the most 
traditionally individualistic aspects of French-Canadian 
society (one of the three great historic professions) a 
measure of government intervention indicates a break with 
the past. Approximately one half of the sample favours 
government intervention, but there are observable 
variations in the pattern. The rural group approves 
more (60%) (Table 12 - Page 66); the boys approve more 
(54%) (Table 12 - Page 67); the married (there are few) 


approve much more(81%) (Table 14 ~ Page 68); those at 
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work approve more than do students (60% vs 40%) (Table 15 - 
Page 69); the more well-to-do approve less (40%) (Table 16 - 
Page 70); of those with more than ten years of schooling 45% 
approve, of those with less education 73% approve (Table 17 - 
Page 74). Of those approving most one might say that they 
are rural, currently employed, married, with little schooling, 


with small incomes. 


Self-Identification with French Canadianism 


omens me 


The survey asked the subjects to indicate how 
closely they identified with Canadianism or French Canadianism. 
Eleven percent described themselves as sheerly Canadian; 20% 
viewed themselves as purely French-Canadian (Table 28 - Page 93). 
Another 56% identified themselves as French Canadians first, 
and 13% as Canadians first. On balance the tendency to think 
of oneself as woolly or ead nly, Prench, Canad. on 4 s-Staens- The 
sense of being Canadian is strongest outside of Montreal. In 


Montreal the wholly Canadian group is less than 7%. 


There are variations nonetheless by area and schooling. 
The rural youth with little education are most "nationalistic" - 
36%. By contrast those with ten or more years of schooling in 
the rest of the province (outside Montreal) only register 12% 


as solely French Canadian (Table 34 - Page 101). The appeal 
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of nationalism is correlated with the appeal of various political 
parties. The Social Credit Supporters are the least "national- 
istic" and the RIN the most heavily so. Since these are small 
fractions of the total little significance can be attached to 


such a finding. 


Nationalism - what does it mean 


The subjects were asked to indicate what nationalism 


art SITAR on ne a NL EEL Oe ae ee aor ine 
meant to them. By forcing them to choose between five connotations 
\ apescseertetcingeseseneES as 

Separatisn, 


Associate State, 
Increased Autonomy within Confederation, 
Zoe More respect for French Canadians with an unchanged 
Constitution, 
Economic Autonomy 
they sorted themselves into groups. They distributed themselves 
in an almost random fashion (Table 40 - Page 114). The separa- 
tist solution appealed to. 17% of the group; * "more respect with 
an unchanged constitution" had the highest appeal, 26%. On 


balance there is little of consensus apparent. 


There are few variations among the groups. The boys 
are a bit more concerned about economic autonomy - the girls 
about respect for French Canadians (Table 41 ~ Page 116). The 
larger differences show up with education. Those with less 


sl 


* When asked specifically in a later question if Quebec would 
some day be an independent state, those answering yes comprised 
55% of the total. 
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than ten years of schooling are the most separatist, and also 


the most desirous of economic autonomy (Table 44 - Page 121). 
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How do young people in Quebec respond to terrorism? 
There is some ignorance about it, and some indifference. As 
to the definite responsesthey are readily summarized. About 
60% stand against i, and (15% For it (Table 61 - Page 151). 


How are the favourable ones distributed? 


The sentiment in favour is strongly Montreal based. 
There the favourable ratio stands at 20%, as compared with 10% 


for the rural areas and the rest of the province. 


Moreover, this is largely a masculine phenomenon. 
Of the boys over 18% favour terrorism; of the girls less than 
10% (Table 62 - Page 154). But the Montreal girls are much 


—— 


more favourably disposed than their sisters elsewhere. 


The relation with education is positive. Of those 
with less then ten yearsteducation 9% are in favour, of those 


with more education, 16% (Table 64 - Page 159). 


The correlation with income is of a different order. 
Those with low family incomes ($4,000 or less) rate low, 114%; 


those with low-medium incomes ($4,000-$6,000) rate higher, 16%; 
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almost as low as any, 11.6%. 


Students rate higher than young people with jobs, 


though the differences are not great. 


The only discernible group which is spectacularly 
different is the group aligned with the R.I.N.: for them the 


proportion in favour of terrorism stands at 42%. 


‘Family Life 
One measure of adherence to traditional models of 


thought in Quebec is a favourable attitude toward large families. 
Rioux has used a very simple dichotomy; he asks the subjects 


to choose between three children or less as against four or more 
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as the desired family size. ff 


On this measure the influence of urbanization is 


obvious. Over 75% of the roradt group indicate the larger family; 


for the metropolis the percentage is 53%. The rest of the 


ee 


province stands about midway (Table 75 - Page 179)... 
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The two sexes view these matters diffe rently; the 
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girls respond in more traditional fashion. Rural girls select 
the larger family in 79% of cases; Montreal boys only to the 


extent of 45%. 
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On this measure level of education seems to exert 
almost no effect. Those with ten years and more of education 


respond just as do those with nine or fewer years in school. 


To Move or to Stay 


An index of readiness to accept social change is the 
willingness to migrate. However this is an awkward thing to 
measure. Rural petele who hope to move to a big city would 
appear to be more "modern" than those who had arrived in the 
big city and who found it to their liking. Moreover for many 


it may seem less a choice than an inescapable fate. 


By this measure, nonetheless, Quebec youth are genuinely 
mobile. Over 75% of the rural youth expect to MeyeT Tandsoyer eat 
70% of those in other sections of the province likewise. Indeed 
of those in Montreal almost one in three expects to migrate, 
though the destination in their cases is unclear (Table 84 - 


Page 189). 


In this case the girls are the less tradition bound, 
especially those in rural areas. There only 16% prefer to remain 
where they are; by contrast 33% of rural boys expect to stay 
where they are (Table 85 - Page 190). The married of both sexes als 
appear to be more foot loose than the unmarried. In all cases 


it is those with more education who are ready to migrate (Table 86 - 


Page 192). 
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SECTION II 


The Youth Study - John Johnstone 


This study was carried out in collaboration with the Groupe 
de Recherche Sociale. Special questionnaires for the young 
people were distributed in the very same households. The 
results, it was hoped, would reveal the spectrum of attitudes 
amongst young Canadians and indicate how they vary from those 


of the corresponding adults. 


At the moment the tabulations are not available. Some of 
the tentative initial conclusions, however, can be summarized 
as follows: 


ane There are quite important differences in the way 
a a ta i car ee 


English- and French-speaking young people view their country. 
em ee es seer A TT TE ea 


SET LE ROE 


i ee | 
English youth see Canada as basically an open-class society 
ee SS 
where it is possible to climb the social ladder through one's 
uence ceo —erreeeeeneey - 
~ peer ae ae ; 
own efforts principally by getting a good education and 
working hard. These attributes are universally regarded by 
English youth as the main channels to success. English youth 


4 tits of Canada largely in terms of its potential for 


development, its natural resources and its future. 


Ze French youth on the other hand regard Canada much more 
oe a stratified society, where who you are and who you know 
99 NELLA LL 

va) are felt to be of considerable importance. For French young 


people being bilingual is seen as the most important single 
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factor guaranteeing success in Canadian life; this is more 


important even than ee or hard work. Moreover, for 
Ae am ra tN TE RD aes 


French youth the social and political subdivisions of the 


country enter prominently into their notions of Canada. 


ce Members of non-French=speaking minorities-in the main 
share the same perspectives as j outh on these issues. 


This was found to be true not only on the question of general 
views of Canadian society but on practically all other issues 


too. 


he For all groups these images appear to be well crystal-_ 
lized by the time the members become adolescents. Their 
impressions in this regard do not change much during the 
adolescent years (13 to 20), and the changes which occur 

tend to sharpen the differences in perspective between the 


English and the French. 


5S Young Canadians from all backgrounds think of Canada 
more in terms of its contemporary North American roots than 
its European heritage. There is a high consensus that 
Canada has closer ties to the United States than to any 
other country, and this is particularly prominent in the 


thinking of French-speaking youth. 
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6. Among English-speaking young people, moreover, there is 
also a fairly high consensus that, on most characteristics, 
Canadians and Americans differ very little from one another. 


The main features distinguishing the two peoples are their 


| relative wealth, and the form of government they have. In 


terms of personal characteristics or traits, tastes, life 
styles and general values about life, however, they view 
themselves very much as Americans. In fact they feel they 
have more in common with Americans than they have with French 


Canadians. 


ie ype ivan on the other hand are sensitive to more 
a 


areas of differentiation between Canadians and Americans, and 
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on balance see themselves as having more in common with 
te seen moe 


Englichwopeeking Canadians than with Americans. 
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8. Ethnicity is seen by English-speaking young people as 
the main source of Canada's problems. They see much more 
potential cleavage. oh this than on any other social dimension, 
although these impressions do vary considerably from region 
to region. Those from the Maritimes and from Quebec feel 


that much more consensus is possible between French and 


English than do their counterparts from Ontario and the West. 


9. French youth also feel that ethnic differences create 
Canada's main problem, but they are more likely than are 
English-speaking youth to think that consensus is possible 
between the groups. Quebec French are less optimistic on 
this score than are their counterparts living in English- 


speaking Canada. 
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These sections have already been written and I am, therefore, 


quoting sections from the report itself. 


On balance the reactions of English-speaking youth to 
the question of bilingual goals for Canada indicate what 
could at best be assessed asa modest level of linguistic 
tolerance. Their reactions suggest on avon hand a fairly 
widespread acceptance and recognition that French has at 
least some role to play in Canadian life, but on the other 
a substantial though by no means overwhelming degree of 


reluctance to see any extension of this role. 
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The results indicate a widening divergence of 
a 
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sentiments of these fears more suggestive of behavioral 

ene tA LET TOOT et 9p — 
implications and of change. The two groups are not too far 
apart in their views on whether a bilingual population would 
be a good thing for Canada nor in their acceptance of the 
existing constitutional position of French and English in 
Canadian society. They are considerably further apart 
however in their views on the teaching of two languages in 
schools and on the obligations that individuals have in 
becoming bilingual. And curiously, they are furthest apart 
of all in their attitude regarding the value of bilingual 


road signs, throughout Canada. These results would suggest 


than that the extension of French usage in English Canada 
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would probably be less unacceptable to young English } 


Canadians when introduced through channels where French\ 
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is already to some degree established. 
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Boys and girls differ considerably in their overall 


attitude regarding bilingualism. Within both language 


groups it is the girls who show the higher rate of commit- 
sane aia as yen. ei aE eh 
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ment , the discrepancy being somewhat more pronounced among 
the English than the French. With regard to age counter- 
vailing trends are found in the responses of the two groups. 
Among the English a slight but consistent diminution of 
commitment may be noted in each progressively older group 
while among the French an equally consistent trend is found 
in the opposite direction. This suggests that as English- 
Speaking young people pass through adolescence their 
tolerance for bilingualism decreases while over the same 
years French youth come to feel more strongly about the 
position of their language in Canadian society. Members 

of the two cultures thus emerge from the adolescent years 

a good deal further apart in their views on bilingualism 


than they were when they entered this phase of life. 


Social class background cannot be said to have a 
very substantial impact on the outlook of either group on 
these issues. Besides ethnicity the strongest predicator 
by far of commitment to bilingualism was found to be the 
geographic factor. Among English youth there is a sharp 


lowering in favourable sentiments as one moves from east 
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to west. this appee is continuous from region to region 


and tends to accelerate as one moves further and further 
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westward. a 


It would appear that strong feeling regarding the 
position and status of the French language in Canadian 
society are more widespread among French Canadian youth 
living in regions of predominantly English influence. 


The overall pattern which emerges from.these findings 


is that both groups' commitment to a bilingual Canada is 


ing outside their region o 


cultural dominance. 
Bilingual skills are quite unevenly distributed among 
Canadian young people just as they are among Canadian adults. 
This on balance characterizes only those who have contact 
with the other culture, however, among those isolated from 


these contacts almost identical proportions of French and 


English claim conversational facility in the second language. 


When young people from the linguistic backgrounds come 
together then it is the French who make the greater linguistic 
adjustment, and the language of inter-group transactions 
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thus becomes predominantly English. 


Attitudes regarding bilingual goals for Canada are 
greatly influenced both by facility in the second language 
and by having contact with members of the other group. 


Young people who have the chance to converse in the second 
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language and who have developed the facility for doing so 
are much more likely to endorse the virtues of a bilingual 


national community. 
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Section III 


The Study of Selected Leaders - P. Regenstreif 


This study BGMOM RPE to gather opinions and attitudes 


from \Four groups at the upper level of Canadian an society. 


These groups represent political leaders, top officials 


in government bureaucracy, leaders in business, and key 


officials in the world of communication. 


Each of the above fields was sampled in approximately 
the same number. A total o€ 99 Jub jects were interviewed 
in depth. Of these 63 were English speaking and 36 French, 
speaking. dic de 


In the perspective of the G.R.S. survey the subjects 
responded much as did the Canadian category, though in a 


somewhat more emphatic way. 


They almost unanimously commented on French-English 
Re Ct a pe tema treme 


relations when discussing important issues in Popa: today. 
pata Bid 
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The burden of emphasis lay elsewhere, however, in concern 
for national unity. French-English relations were viewed 
as part of a large mix of difficulty that stands in the 
way of an authentic sense of Canadian identity. Of these 
the most important, and more important than French-English 
relations, was the strain between provincial and federal 
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When ethnic relations were discussed in specific terms, 
the respondents referred to French-English relations in 
three categories - good, bad, and non-existent in a bad 
sense. One-third of the respondents chose the last 
formulation. Only 4% described matters as bad and none 
as very bad. Only 8% desericen them as aa VhaH ‘i 


Perhaps "as good as can be expected" sums up the general 


view. 


As to the future of French-English relations, there 
is optimism. Less than 10% of the group is pessimistic 
or without an opinion. About 50% envisage a general 
improvement of affairs. Another quarter view the recent 
developments in Quebec as evidence that some of the new 


ambitions of French Canadians are being realized. 


In assessing the position of other ethnic groups 
in Canada, the respondents uniformly expressed satisfaction 


with the Canadian experiment. Almost none envisage a pro- 


cess of assimilation on the American pattern. _ The 
integration fea roucas eat: of migrants was viewed as 

being facilitated by the relative lack of any honozeneous 
Canadian culture or of a powerful national unity. There 
was extremely wide recognition of the French fact in 

Canada and also of the possibilities of choice for migrants 


in selecting between two language groups for their 


affiliation. In general the "duality" of Canada is also 
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completely accepted in a tacit way. 


Hence for the other ethnic groups in Canada the 


respondents expressed optimism of a rosy sort. 


On the question of language use, and its consequences, 
there were substantial differences in the point of view 
of French Canadians and English Canadians. One thought 
things were bad, the other as good as can be expected. 
Yet on prescriptions the two groups converge. None expect 
a totally bilingual federal public service. None reject 
} bilingualism. There was agreement that it should come into 
A play at the executive levels and that for lower-level 
| civil servants the question must be viewed as a regional 
problem. There was agreement too on the desirability 
of bilingualism at the provincial government level. 
This was more marked in regions like Ontario, where the 
need to provide services for Italians had induced a 
heightened language consciousness, than in provinces 
with little recent immigration such as the western Prairies. 


As to achieving bilingualism, French in school at an 
ce i Ee 
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early age is accepted by all. Over 85% would accept this 


ae a ts SATION RI Gi te 
as a compulsory school requirement. There was little 


Sympathy for adding other languages as compulsory ones, 


but no objections to third languages on an optional basis. 


As for developing schools in which French is the language 
of instruction, there was little objection in principle. 


There were questions raised about the feasibility of 
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finding staff, and concern that if the end result was a 
poorer level of education, the intended beneficiaries might 


actually be impoverished in competing in the work world. 


On the question on basing schools on either religion 
or language, this population showed decisive consensus. 
Over 70% favoured language only as the basis for organizing 


schools as compared to 11% who favoured confessional schools. 


This brief set of comments on the study of elites does 
less than justice to the forthcoming report. It has selected 
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But since the respondents in the elite group end to see 
Canadian major problems as lying more largely in other 
sectors (in terms of regional strains and federal-provincial 
struggles) only a fraction of the data is reflected in the 


comments offered above. 
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